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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 
 

 
1. In methods section, write the manufacture, place and country for all the materials and equipment used in the 

study. 
2. 1.25% sodium hypochlorite was used in the study. However the recommended percentage for clinical use 2.5 

%. Kindly justify. 
3. In methodology section, it is not clear whether the Metapex was replaced every time when the  patient was 

recalled at 2, 3, 5, 6 and 8 month intervals, or only radiographic evaluation was done. 
4.  check for grammatical errors, punction marks through out the manuscript. 
5. Write the composition of Metapex in detail either when describing it in introduction or discussion part. Include 

its disadvantages. 
6. The results of the study at the end are appreciable, however the follow up period is less. It is recommended to 

do follow up up to 4 years. 
7. In discussion, write some comparative studies and elaborate the discussion. Also include grey studies of 

metapex if any. 
8. It will be better if you add limitations of your study at the end of discussion. 
9. Kindly find  yellow high lighted words/phrases in the manuscript and check for spelling or write comple 

manufacture details including manufactures, place, country . 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The treatment of choice in such type of case is apexification, i.e. establishing an apical barrier.[3]  -- it would be 

better you can write various treatment  options available. Including the newer methods in introduction. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Check grammar, punctuation marks through out the manuscript. 

 

 
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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