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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Check English 
The abstract is not acceptable 
Objectives 1 and objective 2 are not very clear, too similar 
Please detail more material and methods, change the way are presented. Now are mixed too much Where is used Bio-
art and how? 
At results and discussions, you repeat from material and methods, please rewrite this part. 
You have results and results and discussions, choose just one style 
Results and statistics are not very clear, tables and graphs are repeating the same values, and the meaning of the 
comparison is not very clear. 
Eccentric contacts are determined on the working or non-working part? On the FGP or VA crown? These are 4 
different types of data 
Why do you make 2 -4 occlusal adjustments? I understand that adjustments are done until the patient is comfortable, 
I cite your paper “The necessary adjustments were done till there were uniform and no premature contacts.” 
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Conclusions are unclear and not directly related to the title. 
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