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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) 
 

 
 
Well written manuscript, has scientific rigor with robust methodology  
 
 
EFFECTIVENESS OF DIFFERENT DESENSITIZING PROTOCOLS IN IN-OFFICE DENTAL 
WHITENING: CLINICAL, BLIND AND RANDOMIZED STUDY-  
1. Consider to mention the test group and control group (ozonated sunflower oil and 
conventional desensitizing agent) or ..two desensitizing protocol …  
2. A split mouth clinical trial can be considered. 
 
Results: In the intra-group analysis, there was a statistical difference between the times. In the 
inter-group analysis, ozonated sunflower oil compared to the conventional desensitizing agent 
resulted in statistical differences for the times of 25 minutes, 30 minutes, and 1-hour post-
bleaching. In the color saturation analysis, both groups showed statistical differences between the 
initial color and the final color. 

1. Consider mentioning abbreviations so as to maintain word count 
2. Give the median and quartile for time mentioned  

 
 
 
 

1. Subsections and structure are appropriate. However, follow up section was missing, 
and mention about 100% sample reported with 0 attrition   

 
 
Yes 
 
 
References are sufficient and recent 
 
 
 

1. In table 3: the highlighted lowercase have acde and also f, however time (hours) has 
three groups 1, 24, 48. Please clarify  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
Yes, however in some are authors can consider improvising the sentences and use punctuations. 

1. Ex: In conclusion …..in addition to not interfering with the degree of color saturation 
of the bleached teeth and the efficiency of hydrogen peroxide. 

2. Full stop can be removed; 

  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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