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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Clinical treatment of post-cementation hypersensitivity:

All options are preventive measures. There is no treatment as such. Author may
benefit by rephrasing the heading accordingly.

A note on remaining dentin thickness for vital tooth preps may be beneficial to the
study.

The use of guides such as depth cut burs, or the use of stents may be beneficial to
prevent over enthusiastic preparation of teeth.

Important teeth and important - the concept is not quite clear. Aren’t all teeth and
all pulps important?

Zinc polycarboxylate cement may prove to be more useful as a luting agent in vital
pulps, owing to larger molecular size and hence lesser subsequent
hypersensitivity.

Figures can be incorporated explaining about double crowns, to give a better
picture. A note on how they are fabricated may be incorporated for interested
readers.

Minor REVISION comments
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