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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. Title should be reframed as this is not a  case series but a report of three cases 
2. After how much time author have removed the metapex before conventional root 

canal treatment 
3. How the authors checked the pulp vitality? 
4. How the apical barriers was confirmed in the apical third of root.  
5. No mention about the root canal treatment in the case report after apexification.   
6. All IOPA should have same orientation/direction  
7. Follow up IOPA of 5 months not resembling with the other IOPA’s. 
8. 8 months followup is too less to make a decision about peri apical healing. 
9. Need to cite more references in the discussion.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Grammatical mistakes 
References as per journal’s instructions 
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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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