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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

1)Yes 
2)Yes 
3)No, the abstract is so deficient , I need to see the same sequence of the manuscript in a 
highly shortened way in the abstract (Intro, case, results, Conclusion) 
4)Yes 
5)No 
6) the most recent reference in your manuscript is 10 years ago, why despite the topic is so 
famous and trendy, I’m pretty sure if you dig more in literature you can come up with recent 
citations. 
** 
-You should mention the patient gender in so soo important 
-Why is Fig (1) photo not taken in a standard centralized way the photo is showing more of 
the patient’s right side than the left one?!! 
-Please state the notation numbering system for teeth used in your manuscript, I know it is 
the American system but not all countries are using this 
-You referred to Figure (3) in a way that I was waiting to see an impression photo instead of 
prepared teeth with retraction cords, please change its position 
-Rinsing and dryness after phosphoric acid etching is a critical step that may ruin the whole 
procedure, please refer to the time used for each of them (How many seconds?) 
-please mention the manufacturer details of veneers as you did with the crowns stating 
(Ivoclar as manufacturer) 
- (This was followed by cementation of the veneers of the two lateral incisors. Then, the 
veneers of the two canines were cemented.)  
Did you use veneers or crowns for lateral incisors ?!! 
-You should state when was the photo of fig.(6) taken, after 1 week, or 3 months or 1 year?!! 
- (Moreover, the etch-and-rinse dentin bonding system has no effect on the shear bond 
strength of glass-ceramics to both non-fluorosed and moderate fluorosed enamel surfaces. 
8) 
Please don’t state this as a scientific fact but as a result presented by xxx et.al 
-You conclusion is more of discussion than a conclusion (Please restructure) 
Some thing like. Cermaic veneers are a successful treatment modality for moderate and 
severe dental fluorosis cases with long term clinical success 
-Generally the image quality for the figures is poor 
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communications? 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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