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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. 

 

The topic has attracted readers to know more about the study. However, the methodology carried out and the data presentation is not represented in detail according 

to the title. Methods are quite undetailed and results are only descriptive without having a high impact on the study. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The topic is interesting but the manuscript needs further clarification on methodology and result.  

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. 

Needs further explanation, especially on the methodology and present the result of the relation between the wearing time and patient age or gender or habits of 

denture wearing. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? 

Please write here. 

Not scientifically presented. Some result needs further analysis or should be well presented.   

Are the references sufficient and recent? 

If you have suggestions of additional 

references, please mention them in the 

review form. 

Some of the references are too old which is more than 10 years. This might cause an effect on the introduction and discussion of the results.  
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Is the language/English quality of the 

article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 

May need to proofread the manuscript for a better way of writing.   

Optional/General comments 

 
The manuscript needs more explanation on the methodology on: 

 

1. how they do the sampling and how the classification was done? 

2. Any specific assessment or questionnaire given in order to classified the research participants? 

3. Any exclusion criteria? 

4. How is the data analyse? 

5. Is there any software of data analysis that was used? 

 

For the result it has to be presented properly. Suggestion given to see any relationship between the demographic data and the time of denture wearing to present 

more impactful result. 

 

For discussion needs to be more elaboration. It is too simple and not related to the study done or the result from the study presented. 

 

Conclusion should meet the aim of the study. Aim of the study should has more explanation on why this study was carried out. 
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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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