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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
This is an interesting research topic. The methods and materials are well described and 
results are presented clearly. However, there are few comments and suggestions for the 
authors: 
 
a) The importance of having extra clinical session to improve students’ clinical 
performance should be included in introduction section. 
 
b) The results should be adequately discussed especially for high percentage of poor 
density and inadequate root canal taper. Inadequate time may not adequately justify the 
high percentage of both criteria. It may mostly due to suboptimal clinical skills in this group 
of students. 
 
c) Has any extra clinical training been provided to these students despite of provision of 
extra sessions in order to enhance their clinical skills? This is worth to discuss too. 
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