
 

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_114480 

Title of the Manuscript:  
OPTIMIZATION OF ORAL REHABILITATION: USE OF ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE IN THE MANUFACTURE OF PROTOCOL-TYPE PROVISIONAL PROSTHESES WITH 
IMMEDIATE LOADING FOR MAXILLAE 

Type of the Article Review Article 

 
 



 

Review Form 1.7 

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

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. Yes, The employment of AI approaches in the production of protocol-type 
prostheses with immediate loading for Maxillae is the primary focus of this review 
study. This review article encourages prospective scholars to learn about the state-
of-the-art in artificial intelligence that can be utilized for the manufacturing of 
protocol-type prostheses with immediate loading for Maxillae. 

2. Yes. 
3. Yes, however the materials and methods section must be rewritten, as well as 

discussed the impact of AI. 
4. Yes, however the literature review and discussion sections should be separated. 
5. Yes 
6. Yes 

*Major Comments are given in Optional/General comments section.  
 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
No, author must seek assistance from a software-based language correcting tool. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Major revision comments: 

 The number of years for reviewing the literature should be increased. At least the 
last eight years must be reviewed, and publications published as recently as 
February 2024 must be included. 

 

 The shortcomings of this study must be thoroughly discussed. 
 

 A section on research gaps should be included in this review article. 
 

 The study's future scope has to be covered. 
 

 The literature review is not well represented; it needs to be provided in tabular form 
with its findings, merits, and drawbacks. 

 

 It is necessary to emphasize the inclusion and exclusion criteria. 
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Review Form 1.7 

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

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Rahulsinh B Chauhan 

Department, University & Country Gujarat Technological University, India 

 
 
 
 
 


