REVIEWER 2


We thank the reviewer for careful corrections and precious remarks.
We have corrected the manuscript, according to recommendation, with addition/corrections in red in the revised manuscript.

Here are also some elements of answer :
1. For cell adhesion and proliferation results, Ta showed highest cell proliferation. However, Ta disks had porous structure with porosity 75% to 85% and pore diameters from 350 to 450 micro-meter whereas Ti only flat/rough surface. Porous structure provided more surface areas facilitated cell attachments and proliferation. Authors are recommended to consider this factor which affected the MTT results.
Indeed, bulk Vs. porous structure induce a difference in surface areas, and subsequent differences in cell proliferation. Our work was not focused on single cell attachment according to the scaffold surface, but we aimed to give an insight of the overall process occuring during cell invasion, proliferation and osteodifferentiation. We had somehow to limit the studied parameters to be able to consider the whole process of cellular colonization, keeping in mind pragamatic clinical relevance.
We have added a paragraph in the ‘Introduction’ section of the revised manuscript, to describe our approach, and some clarification in ‘Discussion’ section.
2. Authors are recommended to consider the comparison between porous Ta and porous Ti with similar porosity and pore diameters.
We agree with the reviewers : this is a very relevant point, and, in some way, a limitation for our work. We made a comparison between bulk and porous materials. However, we built this reseach project by considering clinical applications, from dental implants already available on the market. To our knowledge, there is no consensus about porous Ti use for dental application. Therefore, we had to choose to limit some parameters, and made the comparison with the 2 classical bulk Ti surface treatments (smooth or rough).
We have added a paragraph in the ‘Introduction’ section of the revised manuscript, to clarify this point, with 2 additional references (reviews on Porous Titanium Implants)
3. There are 5 figures in figure 3. The labels were only showed A, B, C.
We corrected Figure 3, adding labels D and E for the graph.
4. page 7, line 49: there is no figure 4. Please correct it.
The correction has been done in the revised version.

