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 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 management of condylar fractures is controversial owing to its presentations across various 

subsites.This dictates the choice of approach during ORIF.Since no single best approach is yet described in 

literature,the present study makes a good case in describing the best surgical approach for treatment of 

condylar fractures using ORIF 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title is suitable  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you 
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Kindly add 2 lines of introduction. Consider omitting the phrase “need of study”.Remove 

capitals.Limit the “results” sections to 1-2 sentences. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write 

here. 

It is scientifically correct.The overall tone of the manuscript could be adjusted to be  more academically 

inclined.Kindly refer to the first reference article in this regard. 
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The manuscript may benefit from additional language editing. An overall Grammarly score of 90% and above 

could be targeted (Currently at 69%) 
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