
 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Case Reports in Surgery 

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJCRS_102303 

Title of the Manuscript:  
SURGICAL REPOSITIONING OF DEVELOPING CANINE AND CIRCUMMANDIBULAR WIRING OF PARASYMPHYSIS FRACTURE IN A FOUR-YEAR-OLD CHILD- A 1 -
YEAR FOLLOW UP CASE REPORT 

Type of the Article Case report 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalajcrs.com/index.php/AJCRS/editorial-policy ) 
 

 

https://www.journalajcrs.com/index.php/AJCRS/editorial-policy


 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

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) 
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NO. The author may not use the term wiring for the title. It's an unscientific word. You should 
rephrase the title. 
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Yes 
 
No 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

No. Should improve scientific writing 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The author may not use the term wiring for the title. It's an unscientific word. You should rephrase 
the title. 
 
The title or the way of describing the situation in it is not correct. Faced with the fracture, it is 
reduced and as a CONSEQUENCE the replacement of the vascular-nerve package of the incisive 
canal. 
 
Throughout the article, the writing should improve with the use of the term "wiring" 
 
It must clarify in the article that the parents or guardians authorized the surgery with informed 
consent and that the Declaration of Helsinki was respected throughout the process. 
 
It is not clear if they did an intermaxillary block even with IMF, for the relocation of the occlusion 
(regardless of whether they are temporary) 
 
Why was a computed tomography not requested? They only rely on the panoramic view to perform 
the surgery. 
This is due to the high shortcomings that the initial panorama has. 
1. Patient with rings. 
2. POSSIBLE lines can be visualized (they are not clearly visualized, for this reason the CT) of 
fracture in the right ascending branch and germ of 46 towards basal 
Regardless of the postoperative X-ray shows that everything resolved without any type of 
complication, there is a lack of clinical description or imaging studies 
In the return of the manuscript, insert the radiographic image with arrows so that the author 
explains what those lines are that are observed 
 
You should update the bibliography. The last 3 to 5 years are considered scientific relevance. 
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Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Christian Oscar Mosca 

Department, University & Country Interzonal General de Agudos Pte Peron, National University of the West, Argentina 

 


