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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) 
 

 
 
The article says nothing to be novel, and the concept of the study is confirmatory. 
The title is clearly describing the article. 
Abstract is including the essential findings and it is concise. 
Introduction Is clear and well-structured. However related systematic reviews demonstrating the 
new techniques of microleakage evaluation are crucial. 
The description of the Methods used not adequate, the evaluation was not repeated (No proper 
inter or intra-examiner evaluation). No adequate justification in the discussion section. Degree and 
radius of curvature not standardized. No standard proposed protocol applied demonstrating the 
clinical and radiographical evaluation of samples 
The data presented in an acceptable order; the way data are shown are valued. No any 
representative figure illustrating the actual results. However, they all necessary. 
The authors’ interpretations not clearly justified. 
The authors not provided a solid scientific rationale for their applied methodologies. 
The cited References appropriate and accurate. 
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