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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) The topic is of much importance however, manuscript is not comprehensive. A case 
report should be self-explanatory upon reading but it seems incomplete. Complete 
timeline from start to end of the recorded case should be mentioned. 

2) The title of the article is suitable. 
3) Abstract can be further elaborated. Conclusion is missing in the abstract. 
4) The exact timeline and place where the case was recorded should be mentioned. It is 

mentioned that the cases were recorded at government dental college. Where, when 
and how ? Chief complaint needs to be elaborated in each case report. Emphasis 
should be placed on differential diagnosis. Pharmacological management along with 
surgical management aspect should be elaborated.  

5) The manuscript holds scientific value but needs to be revised to a large extent. 
6) References are very limited. Number of citations need to be increased with appropriate 

literature. 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for  

scholarly communications? 

Few grammatical errors are present overall in the manuscript which need to be corrected. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
Please mention if the consent of the patients whose cases have been 
presented was taken prior to documentation. 
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