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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

- The sentence: ‘Certain structural and functional peculiarities thinner compact plate, 
shape changes during life and frequent impacted or partially erupted teeth, bilateral 
muscle cover ….. ‘ seems to be copied directly from: 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3304215/   please modify 

- The sentence ‘Various treatment modalities for angle fracture have been tried, 
ranging from single non-compression miniplates, lagscrew, two miniplates, one 
compression-type locking miniplates and a 3-D rectangular matrix fracture plate 
with varying levels of success’ is copied from : 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3699239/ please modify  

- Graphs should be unified in style and colour 
- Conclusion should be more detailed  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
- In the ethical declaration, there is no need to mention departmental approval. 

Ethical approval provided is enough 
- In the abstract the authors mention: 3-D plating system has advantages, please 

state the advantage to be more specific 
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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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