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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
I read the paper. The topic is sound, however, the manuscript needs a minor 
revision. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Abstract – it will be better to provide a structured abstract – Introduction, methods, 

results, conclusions.   
2. The goal of the study – “to measure the frequency of dental patient visits before, 

during, and after (?) lockdown”. The study used two cohorts of patients – before 
and during the pandemic, therefore it is not clear why the authors formulated the 
aim including “after” also.    

3. Discussion – 1. it will be better to compare results with similar studies regarding 
similarities or differences, and 2. are there any limitations of the study?  

4. Citing of the literature (APA style) need to be corrected and made according to the 
requirements of the journal (Vancouver style).  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Paper quality analysis: 
Conceptual framework- Very Good  
Significance of review- Good  
Finding and methodology- Good  
Result & discussion – Good         

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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