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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1 “A comprehensive Esthetic evaluation was performed according to the asthetic 

cheklist of MAURO FRADENI ; Facial and dentolabial analysis and data were 
gathered. “   I need  a reference here. 

 
2 “The tooth was prepared for all ceramic crown with internal rounded shoulder at 

subgingival level edges with no sharp angles(Fig 6).” I can t see the shoulder in 
this photo. i need another one. 

 
3 “According to literatue WES /PES index was essencially recommended to evaluate 

supported implant restorations , but its rightness for objective evaluation of single 
tooth crown has been confirmed by recent studies.”   I need  a reference here. 

 
 

4 Which is the normal scores of the WES/PES?  A reference here. 
 

5 Explain the figure 20. 
 
 
 

 
1- As we have been limited by the number of figures, that respond to the 

guidelines of the journal, this part was completely removed. 
 
 

2- As recommended, we added  another figure showing the 
shoulder.(Figure 3 in the revised paper) 

 
3- The reference concerning the rightness of WES /PES for objective 

evaluation of single tooth crown  was mentioned : reference 13 
(Lanza A, Di Francesco F, De Marco G et al. Clinical Application of 
the PES/WES Index on Natural Teeth: Case Report and Literature 
Review. Case Rep Dent. 2017.) 
 

4- We added the necessary explanations concerning the normal scores 
of the WES/PES. (references 11 and 12) 

 
5- We have explained the figure 20 (Figure 5 in the revised paper) 

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues 
here in details) 
 
Is there a patient's agreement for photography? 

 
Approval consent was sent. 

 

 


