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This paper is new, original and is of interest in the field of dentistry. 
There are any apparent errors of facts or logic. The title is adequately 
informative, grammar and style are clear and concise. The length 
manuscript is adequate and the paper is well organized and written. 
Key words are appropriate. Non plagiarism has been found. The 
problem investigated is well defined and the purpose of the work 
clearly stated. The methods are appropriate, precise and sufficient 
details of the methods are included to replicate the work. The sample 
is of adequate size and appropriate materials are selected. The 
materials are fully described. The results are presented in an 
appropriate manner and the statistical evaluation is adequate. The 
method and results are correctly discussed and the conclusions are 
clear, justified, well balanced and adequately supported by data. The 
references are cited correctly, listed in the required style  and relevant 
literature is quoted. The use of tables and illustrations and relative 
captions are appropriate. Overall scientific priority is high. So, this 
paper can be considered for publication on this journal. 
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