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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The writing of the text needs to be improved, as well as its objectives are not clear at all, there are no hypotheses of the study that are 
fundamental to answer the question of the work. 
 
The inclusion and exclusion criteria are very embracing, it was not considered whether the patient had temporomandibular dysfunction or 
some parafunctional habit. 
 
The manufacturing technique of the provisional crowns was obtained in different ways and materials, which can become a bias in the 
study. 
 
For the virtual articulator, the intercondylar distance was not considered. How can it be extrapolated to patients with different 
measurements? 
 
There was a sample calculation for the study? There is no topic explaining the statistical analysis made. 
 
The tables, graphics, and results are presented before the heading “Results” in the text. 
 
It was a randomized clinical trial? It is important to randomize the patients’ sample for more confiability of the results.  
 
The images are poor quality. 
 
It’s important to give the clinical relevance of the study, especially in a clinical trial. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
English needs to be reviewed by a proficiency corrector. 
 
Lack of literature evidence about the theme, and too old references included in the study, they need to be updated by the last 5 years. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Improve text writing in a more didactic way 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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