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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) There are some minor language and editing issues. I would recommend a professional editing service. 
2) This is a very interesting and relevant topic, and I think the authors could explore it better. I also suggest a 
paragraph stating the main disadvantages or limitations of using Cannabidiol in Dentistry. 
3) How many papers were included in the final review? Were there any exclusion criteria? I think the authors should 
include this information in the “Procedure” section. 
4) Some phrases do not have any references attached, for example: “Another study was conducted on rat models, 
wherein artificially induced periodontal lesion were treated with cannabidiol mixed in a saline vehicle.” – The authors 
should mention which study did this, and also explore what were its main findings.                                                                                                                             
5) This review has potential, but the authors should add more information regarding the papers they reviewed. It is too 
superficial in its current state. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1) Some keywords are not indexed in the MeSH terms. 
2) The references list needs to be standardized. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

According to the authors, this manuscript aimed to “focus on the therapeutic potential of Cannabidiol and the impact 
this may have on dentistry with the supplemental vision of encouraging further studies to reveal any other beneficial 
properties that may be present”. There is merit to this paper, however, I think some revisions should be performed in 
order to level it up to the quality and standards of this Journal. 
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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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