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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 
 

 
1. No opinion of the Ethics Committee is reported. Furthermore, many 

patients are minors. For a non-interventional observational 
retrospective study, the acquisition of informed consent may be 
sufficient. It should be better specified that the study is non-
interventional observational retrospective (ie no experimental 
intervention was performed). Alternatively, the approval of an ethics 
committee is also required. 

2. Describe the therapeutic alternatives for individual cases. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
“The surgeon ensured that a 40-mm-thick articulating paper could pass 
between the teeth without resistance, thus keeping the transplanted teeth out 
of occlusion.” Comment: The surgeon wanted to be really sure that the tooth 
was out of occlusion ... 
 
Case submissions may take too long to read. To make it smoother, it could be 
summarized in a table. 
 
The results could be summarized in a table. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The work is interesting and well done and deserves to be published. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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