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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? 
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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it would be better to provide commercial names of various tooth pastes available in market 
their photos and mechanism and dose of use 

 

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

communications? 
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Optional/General comments 
 

Would be better to provide which tooth paste was best in terms of flouride availabilty and wether 
herbal tooth pastes were better than normal tooth pastes. Results would be good had 
anticariogenic activity be compared using standard protocols 
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