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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This study was done to evaluate reciprocating and rotary glide path files in human permanent 
mandibular molars,focusing on instrument fracture deformation and patency rates and the 
result was reciprocating system did not show superiority over the rotary system under the 
conditions tested.the finding also highly that the high patency rates achieved by glide path files 
and the difference in performances between the various systems tested. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Evaluation of patency rates of glide path instruments and fracture resistance in human 
mandibular molars:An ex vivo study. 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Yes the abstract is comprehensive.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes the manuscript is scientifically correct  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

Yes the references is sufficient.  

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Yes   

Optional/General comments 
 

It would have been more challenging if the author would have been done in 40 degree curve 
canal mandibular molars. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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