
 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 

Journal Name: Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research  

Manuscript Number: Ms_JAMMR_112274 

Title of the Manuscript:  
PRE AND POST ENDODONTIC RESTORATIVE TECHNIQUES - A REVIEW 

Type of the Article Review Article 

 
 

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. Today apical periodontitis is the main cause of endodontic failures and leading to 
multiple retreatment cases due to coronal micro-leakage thus jeopardizing the 
treatment. Thus leading to failure for long term success rate for endodontic 
treatment. 

2. Yes. Suitable, Appropriate. 
 

3. Require addition of importance of pre and post for long term success. 
 
 

4. Manuscript requires  
(A) Addition of classification of post endodontic restoration required according to     
     remaining tooth structure  
(B) Concept of ferrule effect 
(C) Concept of adhesion with respect to Post and core, endo-crowns, crownlays, 

Vonlays 
(D) A note on factors affecting retention and resistance of post and core 

respectively. 
(E) Addition of discussion and recommendation. 
(F) Limitation of study 

 
5. Scientifically correct- (however, scientific terminologies has not been used in 

various sentences). 
 

6. References- Additional references are required showing clinical studies and more 
emphasis should be given on evidence based dentistry journals. 

 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
Need correction. Need scientific terminology in manuscript. English editing is required. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Emphasis should be given on evidence based dentistry journals. 
2. Clinical study journals 
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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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