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Compulsory REVISION comments

The authors' idea of creating a device to help dentists create accurate dentures is a good
one.

The idea of creating an articulator needs to be better explained. Opening and closing
movements alone are not enough to reproduce movements in an articulator.

A more thorough review of the literature should be made and scientific data should be
based on why the Articulator was designed in this way.

As a result, all explanations for the order of the teeth should be visualized in stages with
photos. To be visible the benefit of creating this type of Article.

In a discussion to add a comparison with similar or other devices and then to highlight the
benefits of creating this species.

Let the authors explain why the device is an articulator and not a more modern type of
occlude. This is important and useful for clinical practice.

The bibliography is insufficient.

If the authors rework their article, it can be very useful for practice.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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