Review Form2

BookName:

MedicineandMedicalResearch:NewPerspectives

ManuscriptNumber:

Ms_BPR_2746

Titleof theManuscript:

AStudytoEvaluatethePrevalenceofGoldenProportion andREDProportioninAestheticallyPleasingSmiles

TypeoftheArticle

BookChapter

Createdby:EA

Checkedby:ME

Approvedby:CEO Version:2(08-07-2024)




Review Form2

PART1: Review Comments

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

Reviewer’'scomment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
partinthemanuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshould
writehis/herfeedback

here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the

importanceofthismanuscriptforthescientificcomm
unity.Whydoyou like (or dislike) this manuscript?

A minimum of 3-4sentencesmayberequiredfor
thispart.

The manuscript is fine, but the subject of the study should have been more and the age group
should haveextended till 30yrs or more or the study can be also be divided in two groups of age
and also till secondpremolar the smile visibility is considered in the study for each subjects but
not mentioned which part ofthe second premolar? Is it the mesial third of the tooth, along the
long axis of the tooth or distal third of thetooth.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

Titleshouldhavebeen morecatchyorconvincing.
Eg- An Analysis of Golden and Red Proportion inAesthetic Smiles Design: Prevalence
andApplication

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
yousuggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints

inthissection?Please writeyour
suggestionshere.

Abstractisfine,comprehensiveandwithinthewordlimit.

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
ptappropriate?

YesStructureofthe manuscriptisappropriate.

Please write a few sentences regarding the

scientificcorrectnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyo
uthinkthatthis manuscript is scientifically robust

and technicallysound?A minimumof3-
4sentences mayberequired
forthispart.

The manuscript seems to be grounded in sound scientific principles, methodologies and data
analysis, biasisalsominimalandresultsare reliable.

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?
Ifyouhavesuggestions of additional
references, please mentiontheminthe
reviewform.

MinorREVISIONcomments

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitab
leforscholarlycommunications?

References are sufficient but not recent, more recent studies should have added to the
reference listregardingesthetic smiledesign.

Englishlanguageissuitable.

Optional/Generalcomments
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