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Figure S1. Histogram analysis of 2-dimensional analysis for two intraoral scanners (Trios 3®, EzScan®) vs. Identica® at 5 cross sections (BL, MD,
TH, TM, TL) expressed with RMS.
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Figure S2. Histogram analysis of 2-dimensional analysis for two intraoral scanners (Trios 3®, EzScan®) vs. Identica® at 5 cross sections (BL, MD,
TH, TM, TL) expressed with mean positive deviation.



Supplementary Figure 3

. Buccal-Lingual - Mesial-Distal
Identica vs. Trios . X
Identica vs. EzScan — Identica vs. Trios
g { Identica vs. EzScan
6 1 .
- - 6 1
c (=
3 :
(&) O 4
2 I- 2 4
: [] s oIl [

-0.10 -0.08 -0.06 -0.04 -0.02 0.00 -0.6 -0.5 0.4 -0.3 -0.2 0.1 0.0

Mean negative deviation (mm) Mean negative deviation (mm)
C Transverse High D P Transverse Middle E ] Transverse Low
8 - -
. . Identica vs. Trios
Identica vs. Trios g | Identicavs. Trios 51 Identica vs. EzScan
i Identica vs. EzScan Identica vs. EzScan
- N _
£ Tl £ 6 .
4 =
34 o o ®
(&) O 4 o
2 ;.
2 -
2 g 4
0 vfl_l T |_‘|ﬁ 0 J—I v J " 0 T T T T - 1
-0.10 -0.08 -0.06 -0.04 -0.02 0.00 -0.10 -0.08 -0.06 -0.04 -0.02 0.00 -0.08 -0.06 -0.04 -0.02 0.00
Mean negative deviation (mm) Mean negative deviation (mm) Mean negative deviation (mm)

Figure S3. Histogram analysis of 2-dimensional analysis for two intraoral scanners (Trios 3®, EzScan®) vs. Identica® at 5 cross sections (BL, MD,
TH, TM, TL) expressed with mean negative deviation.



