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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

The article is roughly written and needs revision. The objective of the study is valid
but still seems incomplete.

Minor REVISION comments

F.

Completion of sentences.

Sentence making e.g. A P value of 0.05 was considered statistically significant.( no
need writing A)

Refrence no. after full stop e.g. mask this discrepancy®”®.

Details of points (no diagram or explanation) not mentioned e.g. Angle formed
between point A, N and B, determining the anteroposterior jaw relationship.

E. Use of punctuations need to be rechecked e.g. 1. were taken, and they....
2. hypodivergent facial pattern, using ANB...... (no need of commas)

Use of upper case at wrong places e.g. Pre-treatment , Sagittally , Skeletal, of
Orthodontic diagnosis etc.

No mention of facial patterns in the conclusion (in the abstract )whereas it is
mentioned in the objectives
Correction in writing the bibliography.

Optional/General comments
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