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[Abstract] Due to the development of patients’ requirement, the demands of dental prosthodontics have evolved
from functional rehabilitation to esthetically functional rehabilitation. Although domestic dentists have gradually es-
tablished the concept of dental esthetics, it is still difficult for them to perform dental esthetic therapy owing to the
complexity of dentofacial elements, which includes the delicate anatomical structure of dentition and gingiva, the dy-

namic relationship of lip and oral cavity as well as the numerous craniofacial reference lines. This article aimed to

1033

classify the critical factor of dentofacial esthetics in order to promote clinical practice of dental esthetics.
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Fig. 1 Oral white esthetics.
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