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Abstract

Background: Perception of esthetic smile may vary not only among patients themselves, but also among dentists. Previous reports

showed discrepancies between Saudi dentists and Saudi laypeople in term of smile attractiveness.

Objective: The objective of this study was to compare the perception of the maxillary anterior dental and gingival aesthetics between

dentists and general population using different images with various smile features.

Methods: A cross-sectional self-administered online survey was conducted for three months for two groups; practicing dentists and
lay adult participants living in Eastern Province of Saudi Arabia. The surveys were administered to dentists and lay participants. This
survey included participants’ socio-economic status, different images with various smile qualities, and questions to rate aesthetics
perceptions. Quantitative data categorized, tabulated and analyzed using SPSS program version 18. P-values of less than 0.05 were

considered significantly different.

Results: The final sample was 293; 171 of them were lay participants while 68 were dentists. Around 66% of the lay participants
were males, and 46% were with an income of > 5000 SR. Dentists and lay participants varied significantly in rating aesthetics percep-
tions and their preferences with respect to the whitest shade (56.7% vs. 27.9%), longer clinical crown (33.3% vs. 64.7%), rough teeth
texture (29.2% vs. 50%), and highly smooth texture (45.6% vs. 29.4%), respectively.

Conclusion: Dental esthetics perceptions of smile features differ significantly between clinician and lay persons, discussing the treat-
ment plan with patients is an essential part to achieve better results without undermining the patients’ perception of dental aesthetic

preferences.
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Introduction

The patient’s attitude and perception towards dental appearance proved to be very important and should be acknowledged in dental
treatment decisions [1,2]. Previous studies have indicated associations between patient’s dental appearance and quality of life, and gen-

eral well-being as well [3-6].

Furthermore, one’s self body image especially smile perception has positive influence on one’s social and psychologic role in daily life.

The more patients’ confidence, the better quality of life that person has [4,7].

Nevertheless, the facial aesthetics standards and norms are influenced by diverse origins including; society’s perception of an indi-
vidual dentogingival aesthetics, thoughts and beliefs, cultural differences and values in specific ethnic groups [8-10]. Moreover, the per-

ception of beauty may be affected by media that directly influence the patient’s demands regarding esthetic dentistry [9].
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Moreover, the maxillary anterior teeth are a crucial esthetic element of person smile [11]. Several factors were found to significantly
influence maxillary anterior teeth esthetics such as; the position of maxillary central incisors incisal edge tooth shade, contours, texture,

size, alignment and the amount of gingival display [12-14].

Some studies observed that during smiling, some gingival display appearing with maxillary incisors together is considered more at-
tractive than no display [11,15]. Nevertheless, muscle tone decreases by age leading to a flaccid upper lip, so the incidence of gummy

smiles is more relevant in younger age [16].

Interestingly, previous studies showed that up to 4 mm of gingival display was considered acceptable for laypeople’s perspective,

whereas from dentist perspective, the standard range was 0 - 2 mm [15-18].

Additionally, previous studies showed that dentist and laypersons have different perception regarding smile attractiveness [19,20].
However, patient is usually treated by dentists’ perspective for attractive smile which usually depends on the basic scientific standards
and measurable landmarks. Therefore, the growing esthetic expectations of nowadays patients should be carefully planned by dentists in

order to meet patient’s esthetic expectation without jeopardizing the dental treatment outcome.

Aim of the Study

The aim of the current study was to assess aesthetics perception of smile attractiveness the maxillary anterior teeth and gingiva be-

tween general dentists and Saudi laypeople.
Materials and Methods

Design

A cross-sectional self-administered online survey for three months was conducted in the Eastern Province of Saudi Arabia. This study
was approved by the institutional review board (IRB 202014) in Imam Abdulrahman bin Faisal University before data collection began.
The selected smile was a frontal view of 22-year-old Saudi female. Selection of this female participant was based on the presence of these
criteria; 1) well aligned dentition; 2) convenient gingival display on posed smiling; 3) good gingival architecture; 4) had a reasonably at-
tractive posed smile as determined by the research team and 5) no history of previous orthodontic, restorative or periodontal treatment
in the anterior teeth rather than scaling. Before the survey began, the female participant whose images were used in the questionnaires

knew and agreed to the modifications of her smile and signed an informed consent.

Study participants

A random sampling method was used for recruiting both the laypeople and professionals for 3 months. The study survey was given
into two groups; dental practitioners (dentists, dental intern) and lay adult participants. All participants were recruited through the very
commonly used social media App, “WhatsApp”, distributed mainly in the Eastern Province of Saudi Arabia. For the professionals, eligibil-
ity criteria required individuals to have completed 6 years of dentistry school or received a bachelor’s degree or higher in dentistry. In
order to avoid the confounding effect of other dental work community and to have clearer association, we excluded the following: dental
students, dental technicians, dental hygienists, dental assistants and students who did not finish 6 years of studying dentistry. Neverthe-
less, we defined laypeople as any person who is not specialized in dentistry. Only adults aged between 18 and 65 years were included in
the study. Eligible sample who matched the selection criteria were identified by the research team after data collection. Two individuals

were excluded from the study based on incomplete data.

Photographs

The taken photograph of the healthy female smile was presented in high resolution (2000-pixel), measuring 4 x 6”. The photograph

was presented in the original size. The photo was duplicated and digitally altered with image manipulation using Adobe® Photoshop® CS
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software version 8.0. A total of 19 photographs were produced. The smile characteristics in the taken photograph was altered in order to
create different dental and periodontal smile aesthetics. Each smile quality was intentionally altered with 1 to 2 progressive variations of
the original photograph to common maxillary anterior dentogingival aesthetic characteristics. These alterations were chosen based on
their frequency and clinical significance to the smile. To reduce the number of confounding variables that affect the participants’ judg-
ment, the other facial structures such as nose, and chin were eliminated from the image. The altered smile features were as follows: tooth
shade, Length of clinical crowns, Incisal edge and angle shape, Distance of lateral incisors from occlusal plane, different gingival height of

lateral incisors, Texture of the teeth, Shape of gingival contour.

Using altered photograph to change morphologic attributes is regarded as a simple and reliable method for evaluating the perception

and preference of anterior dentogingival aesthetics for both Laypeople’s and dental perspective [15].

For the purpose of preliminary validation, we pilot this questionnaire on nine subjects (3 researchers, 3 dentists, and 3 laypeople),
and we modified the survey items accordingly. For shading classification, we designed our photos to resemble Vita Classic Shading Guide.
Although we adapted Vita Classic Shading Guide in our designed photos, we were fulfilled to follow the three-simple description of shad-

ing very white (the whitest), moderately white, and yellowish.

Questionnaire items

The surveys were in two languages; English and Arabic, and they were administered to dentists and lay participants, respectively. The
development of the surveys format, structure and content were adapted from similar previous studies [15,21]. These surveys included
participants’ socio-economic status, and questions about their perception of different images with various dentogingival features smile
qualities (Figure 1-3). To see if the two cohorts gave the same perception, the same question was asked for both groups. The questionnaire
was composed of 14 items; seven of them represented the seven esthetic separate smiling categories listed previously. Participants were
asked to choose their one preferred smile. In addition, each question was provided with one more choice, “no difference”, to be chosen

when alteration did not affect their perception.

Figure 1: a- First item had three pictures of a smile with different shades (very white, moderately white, and yellowish). b- Second item had
three pictures of the same smile with different length of clinical crowns (long crown, medium length of crown, and short crown). c- Third
item had three images of the same smile with different incisal edge and angle shape (flat edge with pointed angles, flat edge with rounded

angles [normal], and rounded edge with rounded angle).
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Figure 2: d- Fourth item had two similar images with different distance of lateral incisors from occlusal plane (laterals are away from
occlusal plane, and laterals are in the level of occlusal plane). e- Fifth item had two similar images with different gingival height of lateral

incisors; (laterals gingival height is below centrals, laterals having the same gingival height of centrals).

Figure 3: f- Sixth item had three similar smiles with different texture of teeth, (rough texture, medium texture, very smooth and shiny). g-

Last item has three pictures of the same smile with different shape of gingival contour, (almost square, moderately rounded, oval shape).

For the purpose of measuring the preferred teeth shade, subjects were asked item 1 in the survey (Figure 1-3). Moreover, we used item
2 to assess the preferred extent of appearance of the gingiva during smiling. Item 3 was designed to assess the impact of different sharp-
ness of the angles and edges of maxillary anterior teeth (centrals and laterals) on the perception of preferred smile. Additionally, in order
to assess the effect of having different distances of the maxillary lateral incisor edge from the occlusal plane on the beauty of given smiles,
the participants were asked item 4 in the questionnaire. Furthermore, the impact of gingival level of maxillary lateral incisors was also
assessed in item 5 using different pictures with different gingival heights of the laterals. In order to understand and evaluate the impact
of teeth texture on participants’ perception using different levels of surface roughness, item 6 was added in our survey. We also consid-
ered the impact of gingival contour in item 7 through asking about the most attractive smile with illustrating pictures of different gingival

shapes around the teeth (square, moderately round, oval).
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Data statistical analysis
The quantitative data were categorized and analyzed using SPSS statistical software program (version 23 for Windows; SPSS, Chicago,

[11). Descriptive statistics including frequencies, means, and standard deviations were used. The proportion of the participants’ character-

istics were compared by using chi-square test. P-values of less than 0.05 were considered significantly different.

Results and Discussion

The final sample size was 171 laypeople and 68 dentists with mean age of 26.1 (+8.34) years; and mean age of 27.62 (¥3.797), re-
spectively. All participants were living in the Eastern Province, Saudi Arabia. Regarding gender distribution, around 66% (n = 113) of the
general population and 69.1% of the dentists were males, while 33.9% (n = 58) and 30.9% (n = 21) respectively were females (Table 1).

Dentists (n = 68) Laypeople (n = 171)
% (n) % (n)
Age Mean (SD) 27.6 (3.80) 26.1 (8.34)
Gender
Female 30.9 (21) 33.9(58)
Nationality
Saudi 94.1 (64) 100 (171)
Education Level
Elementary - 1.2 (2)
Intermediate - 2.3 (4)
Secondary - 22.8(39)
University - 67.3 (115)
Postgraduate - 6.4 (11)
Employment status by working sector -
Employed 84.8 (145)
Governmental - 62.0 (106)
Private - 22.8(39)
Unemployed - 15.2 (26)
Monthly income in SR
<1000 39.2 (67)
1000-<5000 14.6 (25)
5000-10000 21.6 (37)
>10000 24.6 (42)
Dental College of Undergraduate Degree -
Governmental Saudi College 70.6 (48) -
Private Saudi College 13.2(9) -
Governmental Non-Saudi College 10.3 (7) -
Private Non-Saudi College 59 4) -
Working Place -
Governmental Sector 60.3 (41) -
Private Sector 13.2(9) -
Academic Sector 26.5 (18) -
Years in Practice
<1year 39.7 (27) -
2 - 5years 47.1(32) -
6 - 10 years 8.8 (6) -
11 - 15 years 29 (2) -
> 15 years 1.5(1) -

Table 1: Participants’ socioeconomic characteristics.
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In term of the education level, most of laypeople (67.3%) were at university level and sixty two percent of the general populations were
working in governmental sector. Nevertheless, when it come to the income level, most of the laypeople (53.8%) were in the categories of
<5000 SR.

With respect to shade selection, significant difference was found between the whitest shade selected by general population and dentist
(56.7% vs. 27.9%, x*> = 16.1, p = 0.0001). While the moderately white shade selection also showed significant difference between lay-
people and dentists (38% vs. 72.1%, x? = 22.6, P < 0.00).

In addition, a significant difference was found between laypeople and dentists regarding the whitest and the moderately white shade
selection (x* = 4.8, p = 0.02) (Figure 4A).

Moreover, a significant difference was found regarding the medium clinical crowns’ length with 2 mm gingival display between lay-
people and dentists (56.7% vs. 33.8%, x* = 10.2, p = 0.0014). Likewise, regarding long clinical crowns selection with no gingival display, a
significant difference was found between laypersons and dentists (33.3% vs. 64.7%, x* = 19.6, p = < 0.001) (Figure 4B).

In term to the normal looking incisal edge and incisal angle, a significant difference was found between general population and dentists
(41.5% vs. 63.2%, x* = 9.15, p = 0.0025). Similarly, regarding sharp angles selection, a significant difference was found between general
population and dentists (26.9% vs. 13.2%, x*> = 5.13, p = 0.0023). However, concerning rounded edges and angles selection, no significance

was observed between general population and dentists (21.1% vs 22.1%, x*> = 0.02, p = 0.86) (Figure 4C).
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Figure 4: A- Perception of shade level among dentists versus laypeople. B- Perception of length of clinical crowns among dentists versus

laypeople. C- Perception of incisal edge and angle shape among dentists versus laypeople.
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Regarding the lateral incisors position above occlusal plane, significant difference was observed between general populationognd
dentists (24.6% vs 60.3%, x* = 27.2, p < 0.001). In the same ways, a significant difference was observed between general population and
dentists (39.2% vs 14.7%, x*> = 13.3, p = 0.0003) regarding no difference selection. Nonetheless, no significance was observed between
general population and dentists (36.3% vs 25.0%, x* = 0.02, p = 0.86) regarding lateral incisal level with occlusal plane (Figure 5A).

Regarding the gingival height of lateral incisors, most of general population selected no difference which was significantly different
from dentists (42.1% vs 19.1%, x* = 11.18, p = 0.0008). Also, selecting the gingival height of lateral incisors being same level as central
incisors showed significant difference between general population and dentist (35.7% vs 54.4%, x? = 7.003, p = 0.0081). But no significant
difference was observed between general population and dentists (22.2% vs 26.5%, x* = 0.499, p = 0.48) regarding being below central

incisors level (Figure 5B).

In term of the teeth texture, 45.6% of the general population preferred smooth texture, 29.2% rough texture, 16.4% preferred medium
texture, and 8.8% shows no difference. Besides, fifty percent of the dentists preferred the rough teeth texture, 29.4% the smooth one,
13.2% the medium texture, and 7.4% showed no difference (Figure 5C).
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Figure 5: A-Perception of distance of lateral incisors from occlusal plane among dentists versus laypeople. B- Perception of different
gingival height of lateral incisors among dentists versus laypeople. C- Perception of texture of the teeth among dentists versus laypeople. D-

Perception of shape of gingival contour among dentists versus laypeople.
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In respect of the gingival contour, 35.7% of the general population preferred rounded gingival contour, 31.6% oval shape, 22.2% pre-
ferred square shape gingival contour and 10.5% showed no difference. Additionally, around 55% of the dentists selected the oval gingival

contour, 35.3% the round gingival contour, 8.8% selected the square gingival contour and 1.5% showed no difference (Figure 5D).

In this study we evaluated the perception of the anterior dental aesthetics between dentist and laypeople in Eastern province of Saudi
Arabia. The interest of the general population was toward the whitest smile, while the dentists’ interest toward the naturally white shade
of teeth. Regarding the length of the clinical crown, almost half of the general populations preferred the medium clinical crown length,
while more than half of the dentists preferred the long clinical crown with no gingival display (33.3% vs. 64.7%). The incisor teeth that
have flat edge and rounded angles were the highest selected by both general population (41.5%) and dentists (63.2%).

The results of our study showed that minor discrepancies regarding lateral and central incisor edges have no influence on laypeo-
ple’s perception. No difference was mostly selected regarding lateral incisors distance from occlusal plane (39.2%) or its gingival height
(42.1%). In contrast to the dentists who focused on these minor characteristics of lateral incisors, 60.3% selected the lateral incisal edge
to be above occlusal plane and 54.4% preferred gingival height to be on the same level of the central incisors. The presence of over-the-
counter tooth whitening products as well as many professional dental bleaching products influenced are now available to meet is the most
popular esthetic patients’ demand which is tooth whitening [20].

Moreover, youths usually liked the white, healthy teeth rather than darker teeth color that is associated with natural increase in age
and older unhealthy appearance [22]. Patients’ satisfaction with shade match is important when constructing or replacing a restoration.
Dunn,, et al. [23] reported that tooth shade was crucial factor in assessing smile attractiveness among laypeople. Similarly, previous stud-

ies [1,23,24] showed that a difference exist between the level of satisfaction of patients and clinicians.

In contrast to our findings, Ruchika S., et al. [25] found that images with the lighter tooth shade were not the most attractive by dentists
and laypeople. However, in their study the sample size was relatively small especially for laypeople; 70 participants for both dentist and
layperson. Also, there was no information regarding the homogeneity of the participants descend, since European persons may have a

different perception towards shade rather than Arab participants.

Previous studies [26,27] showed that dentists are more responsive towards deviations from ideal appearance than laypeople and
darker tooth shades are not highly acceptable by laypeople than dentists. In agreement with our results, Wagner, et al. [28] and Carlsson.,
et al. [29] found that whiter teeth were more chosen by laypersons than dentists. Regarding the amount of gingival display during smiling,

56.7% of laypeople selected 2 mm gingival display, while 64.7% of dentist selected long crowns with no gingival display.

Our findings come in agreement with previous studies, they observed that 2 - 3 mm of gingival display during smiling was satisfactory
for all participants [30,31]. In contrast to our findings regarding the general dentist selection, Almanea., et al. [32] observed that up to 2
mm of gingival show upon smiling was most attractive to dental specialist as well as laypersons. This could be explained by the youthful

appearance that some gingival display provides caused by the belief that upper lip coverage is a sign of aging [33,34].

In our study, we eliminated most of the face, including the nose and chin, from the image to reduce the number of confounding vari-
ables. Previous study [26] showed that using full face images for evaluating smile attractiveness will be influenced with other racial fac-
tors rather than dental alone. Also, all images were modified using Computer software to maintain and standardize the image properties

apart from the evaluated dental parameter.

It is assumed that professional instruction and training could enhance the esthetic judgment of individuals. For dentists, objective
and quantifiable measurements are considered conventional indicators of esthetic success or failure. However, patients’ satisfaction and

demands must be considered while esthetic treatment planning.
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Conclusion

Dental esthetics perceptions of smile features differ significantly between clinician and lay persons, discussing the treatment plan

with patients is an essential part to achieve better results without undermining the patients’ perception of dental aesthetic preferences.

Conflict of Interest

The authors declare no conflict of interest, financial or otherwise.

Bibliography

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Tortopidis D., et al. “Evaluation of the relationship between subjects’ perception and professional assessment of esthetic treatment
needs”. Journal of Esthetic and Restorative Dentistry 19 (2007): 154-163.

Hassel AJ., et al. “Selfrating of satisfaction with dental appearance in an elderly German population”. International Dental Journal 58
(2008): 98-102.

Wolfart S,, et al. “Subjective and objective perception of upper incisors”. Journal of Oral Rehabilitation 33 (2006): 489-495.

Wolfart S., et al. “General wellbeing as an important co-factor of self-assessment of dental appearance”. The International Journal of
Prosthodontics 19 (2006): 449-454.

Davis LG., et al. “Psychological effects of aesthetic dental treatment”. Journal of Dentistry 26 (1998): 547-544.

Gilbert GH., et al. “Incidence of tooth loss and prosthodontic dental care: effect on chewing difficulty onset, a component of oral
health-related quality of life”. Journal of the American Geriatrics Society 52 (2004): 880-885.

Ozdemir AK, et al. “The effect of personality type on denture satisfaction”. The International Journal of Prosthodontics 19 (2006):
364-370.

Ioi H,, et al. “Effects of vertical positions of anterior teeth on smile esthetics in Japanese and Korean orthodontists and orthodontic
patients”. Journal of Esthetic and Restorative Dentistry 25.4 (2013): 274-282.

Russello S. “The impact of media exposure on self-esteem and body satisfaction in men and women”. Journal of Interdisciplinary
Undergrade Research 1.1 (2013): 1-12.

Ker AJ,, et al. “Esthetics and smile characteristics from the layperson’s perspective: a computer-based survey study”. Journal of the
American Dental Association 139.10 (2008): 1318-1327.

Sarver DM. “The importance of incisor positioning in the esthetic smile: the smile arc”. American Journal of Orthodontics and Dentofa-
cial Orthopedics 120.2 (2001): 98-111.

Duarte S Jr, et al. “The importance of width/length ratios of maxillary anterior permanent teeth in esthetic rehabilitation”. The Euro-
pean Journal of Esthetic Dentistry 3 (2008): 224-234.

Moore T, et al. “Buccal corridors and smile esthetics”. American Journal of Orthodontics and Dentofacial Orthopedics 127.2 (2005):
208-213.

Wolfart S., et al. “Assessment of dental appearance following changes in incisor angulation”. The International Journal of Prosthodon-
tics 17.2 (2004): 150-154.

Kokich VO.,, et al. “Perceptions of dental professionals and laypersons to altered dental esthetics: asymmetric and symmetric situa-
tions”. American Journal of Orthodontics and Dentofacial Orthopedics 130.2 (2006): 141-151.

Citation: M Madi,, et al. “Comparison of Maxillary Anterior Dentogingival Esthetics Perception between Dentists and Saudi Lay Population
in Eastern Province of Saudi Arabia”. EC Dental Science 19.3 (2020): 01-11.


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17518906
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17518906
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18478891
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18478891
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16774506
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17323722
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17323722
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9754742
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15161450
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15161450
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16900819
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16900819
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23910186
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23910186
https://knowledge.e.southern.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1023&context=jiur
https://knowledge.e.southern.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1023&context=jiur
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18832267
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18832267
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11500650
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11500650
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19655540
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19655540
https://www.ajodo.org/article/S0889-5406(04)00873-X/abstract
https://www.ajodo.org/article/S0889-5406(04)00873-X/abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15819823
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15819823
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16905057
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16905057

Comparison of Maxillary Anterior Dentogingival Esthetics Perception between Dentists and Saudi Lay Population in Eastern

Province of Saudi Arabia

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

10

Dong JK,, et al. “The esthetics of the smile: a review of some recent studies”. The International Journal of Prosthodontics 12.1 (1999):
9-19.

Kaya B and Uyar R. “Influence on smile attractiveness of the smile arc in conjunction with gingival display”. American Journal of Or-
thodontics and Dentofacial Orthopedics 144.4 (2013): 541-547.

Springer NC,, et al. “Smile esthetics from the layperson’s perspective”. American Journal of Orthodontics and Dentofacial Orthopedics
139.1 (2011): €91-101.

Roden-Johnson D, et al. “The effects of buccal corridor spaces and arch form on smile esthetics”. American Journal of Orthodontics and
Dentofacial Orthopedics 127 (2005): 343-350.

Pinho S,, et al. “Impact of dental asymmetries on the perception of smile esthetics”. American Journal of Orthodontics and Dentofacial
Orthopedics 132 (2007): 748-753.

Ousehal L., et al. “Perception of altered smile esthetics among Moroccan professionals and lay people”. The Saudi Dental Journal 28.4
(2016): 174-182.

Martin-de las Heras S,, et al. “Objective measurement of dental color for age estimation by spectroradiometry”. Forensic Science Inter-
national 132 (2003): 57-62.

Dunn W], et al. “Esthetics: patients’ perceptions of dental attractiveness”. Journal of Prosthodontics 5.3 (1996): 166-171.

Shulman D, et al. “Perceptions of desirable tooth color among parents, dentists and children”. The Journal of the American Dental
Association 135.5 (2004): 595-604

Ruchika S,, et al. “Assessing the influence of skin color and tooth shade value on perceived smile attractiveness, (2009) Tooth shade
skin color smile attractiveness”. The Journal of the American Dental Association 140.6 (2009): 696-705.

Thomas JL., et al. “The effect of axial midline angulation on dental esthetics”. The Angle Orthodontist 73.4 (2003): 359-364.

Kokich VO Jr, et al. “Comparing the perception of dentists and lay people to altered dental esthetics”. Journal of Esthetic and Restor-
ative Dentistry 11.6 (1999): 311-324.

Wagner 1V, et al. “A comparative study of assessment of dental appearance by dentists, dental technicians, and laymen using comput-
er-aided image manipulation”. Journal of Esthetic and Restorative Dentistry 8.5 (1996): 199-205.

Carlsson GE,, et al. “An international comparative multicenter study of assessment of dental appearance using computer-aided image
manipulation”. The International Journal of Prosthodontics 11.3 (1998): 246-254.

Suzuki L., et al. “An evaluation of the influence of gingival display level in the smile esthetics”. Dental Press Journal of Orthodontics 16
(2011): 37-9.

Kokich VO, et al. “Perceptions of dental professionals and laypersons to altered dental esthetics: Asymmetric and symmetric situa-
tions”. American Journal of Orthodontics and Dentofacial Orthopedics 130 (2006): 141-151.

R Almanea,, et al. “Perception of smile attractiveness among orthodontists, restorative dentists, and laypersons in Saudi Arabia”.
Journal of Conservative Dentistry 22.1 (2019): 69-75.

Citation: M Madi,, et al. “Comparison of Maxillary Anterior Dentogingival Esthetics Perception between Dentists and Saudi Lay Population
in Eastern Province of Saudi Arabia”. EC Dental Science 19.3 (2020): 01-11.


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10196823
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10196823
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24075662
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24075662
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21195262
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21195262
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15775949
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15775949
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18068592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18068592
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5110466/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5110466/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12689752
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12689752
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9028220
https://jada.ada.org/article/S0002-8177(14)61267-8/pdf
https://jada.ada.org/article/S0002-8177(14)61267-8/pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19491166
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19491166
https://www.angle.org/doi/full/10.1043/0003-3219%282003%29073%3C0359%3ATEOAMA%3E2.0.CO%3B2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10825866
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10825866
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1708-8240.1996.tb00893.x
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/j.1708-8240.1996.tb00893.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9728119
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9728119
http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S2176-94512011000500005&lng=en&nrm=iso&tlng=en
http://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S2176-94512011000500005&lng=en&nrm=iso&tlng=en
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16905057
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16905057
http://www.jcd.org.in/article.asp?issn=0972-0707;year=2019;volume=22;issue=1;spage=69;epage=75;aulast=Almanea
http://www.jcd.org.in/article.asp?issn=0972-0707;year=2019;volume=22;issue=1;spage=69;epage=75;aulast=Almanea

Comparison of Maxillary Anterior Dentogingival Esthetics Perception between Dentists and Saudi Lay Population in Eastern
Province of Saudi Arabia
11

33. Hunt O, et al. “The influence of maxillary gingival exposure on dental attractiveness ratings”. European Journal of Orthodontics 24.2
(2002): 199-204.

34. Geron S and Atalia W. “Influence of sex on the perception of oral and smile esthetics with different gingival display and incisal plane
inclination”. The Angle Orthodontist 75.5 (2005): 778-784.

Volume 19 Issue 3 March 2020
©All rights reserved by M Madi, et al.

Citation: M Madi,, et al. “Comparison of Maxillary Anterior Dentogingival Esthetics Perception between Dentists and Saudi Lay Population
in Eastern Province of Saudi Arabia”. EC Dental Science 19.3 (2020): 01-11.


https://watermark.silverchair.com/240199.pdf?token=AQECAHi208BE49Ooan9kkhW_Ercy7Dm3ZL_9Cf3qfKAc485ysgAAAlcwggJTBgkqhkiG9w0BBwagggJEMIICQAIBADCCAjkGCSqGSIb3DQEHATAeBglghkgBZQMEAS4wEQQMxD8UAMBpKM5jBbkpAgEQgIICChMpUjOmmk3J0ROnJoqtFNwb-dC92rEHNYpJ3r98ieh6Osskxm00fpcYTkH6_81GHZZUOg06Zm9kFDDWGzSZbbxvOCDMNv9DqixbCr6X00A98N_fT5RoRg8hYY7ZdbgqZsXZKJsxvIsU6CaQuteES3NXtRg1JzSnX5GXgNKwMOS34TlvL3v9sBiJhe3PVYob0ZDmps7Jx4gEEB7KGveKUPKSvn_tNa0io5re1YJ7eT5hQjAmtZ4_8mn6yIFyXD-kK8TfS_cFVoRsvQDUH7OwpA4fnBU-bshfmJ_0txKUV0Tkje-oUyIOXcn760ERZtMPAAg3MvGfCy8k9wUS_4lFs_eLzkfXE6CEy_cwTd_YWJdj14fAaNslXzQZ_est4bGcbkDEisc4oreorcyPJkUrAg4_kfUKkuAjUc-7Yi6gH8fDRyE9qoGLmkXLuoUZucf9CEf96lHY9z5dQbRHBPfqppWj5Pkhf4zxsT_KDm1Q1Rcv_cbYtmU0JJH0rqwqZA8LbAQ661HDW6EZA3hacU2Br4hsv5SXEPJ6fxa_j1tVpBCIKrmWKqvHPclPnko_v9egHjX13Mt8pVypRtypFv1btUq1casLgFD1T5TN0J5leCw3BKLl6nigLURZ5-N7TLzVHZ66_3qJM9qi8W3AuZC5sUQNFTT9ueOG7diR_znmx5bRYO-1UAusLd26Lw
https://watermark.silverchair.com/240199.pdf?token=AQECAHi208BE49Ooan9kkhW_Ercy7Dm3ZL_9Cf3qfKAc485ysgAAAlcwggJTBgkqhkiG9w0BBwagggJEMIICQAIBADCCAjkGCSqGSIb3DQEHATAeBglghkgBZQMEAS4wEQQMxD8UAMBpKM5jBbkpAgEQgIICChMpUjOmmk3J0ROnJoqtFNwb-dC92rEHNYpJ3r98ieh6Osskxm00fpcYTkH6_81GHZZUOg06Zm9kFDDWGzSZbbxvOCDMNv9DqixbCr6X00A98N_fT5RoRg8hYY7ZdbgqZsXZKJsxvIsU6CaQuteES3NXtRg1JzSnX5GXgNKwMOS34TlvL3v9sBiJhe3PVYob0ZDmps7Jx4gEEB7KGveKUPKSvn_tNa0io5re1YJ7eT5hQjAmtZ4_8mn6yIFyXD-kK8TfS_cFVoRsvQDUH7OwpA4fnBU-bshfmJ_0txKUV0Tkje-oUyIOXcn760ERZtMPAAg3MvGfCy8k9wUS_4lFs_eLzkfXE6CEy_cwTd_YWJdj14fAaNslXzQZ_est4bGcbkDEisc4oreorcyPJkUrAg4_kfUKkuAjUc-7Yi6gH8fDRyE9qoGLmkXLuoUZucf9CEf96lHY9z5dQbRHBPfqppWj5Pkhf4zxsT_KDm1Q1Rcv_cbYtmU0JJH0rqwqZA8LbAQ661HDW6EZA3hacU2Br4hsv5SXEPJ6fxa_j1tVpBCIKrmWKqvHPclPnko_v9egHjX13Mt8pVypRtypFv1btUq1casLgFD1T5TN0J5leCw3BKLl6nigLURZ5-N7TLzVHZ66_3qJM9qi8W3AuZC5sUQNFTT9ueOG7diR_znmx5bRYO-1UAusLd26Lw
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16283815
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16283815

	_GoBack
	_GoBack

