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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 
 

 
 
The English spelling can be better 
Write in the abstract what is the aim of the study 
In material and methods classified the inclusion criteria Class II and Class B 
Rewrite diabetes as diabetes mellitus 
Please give the spacebar between the number and units 
Please give the units to the number….milimeters  
 
This can be written in one sentence…..they used only T-test so it is not important to 
write it twice the time. - For quantitative factors like pain and mouth opening, the T test 
was used to compare the two groups. For quantitative factors like pain, the T test was 
used. 
 
Maybe it will be better if they give some pictures in procedure - MODIFIED TRIANGULAR 
FLAP and ENVELOP FLAP  
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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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