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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 
 

At the abstract the author refers that the “teeth will be randomly categorized in 3 groups” 

but in the whole the protocol there isn’t a mention of how and when this categorization will 

be performed. 

 

If the teeth are “cut horizontally at the CEJ” and reding the precedent chapter “The coronal 

part of the teeth will be sectioned & teeth length to be standardized to 16 mm (from apical - 

coronal point)” - these two sentences are contradictories. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

-Should be add to the title and keyword– in-vitro; 

-Introduction – add a reference to the sentence: 

“Most ramifications (98%) are present at the most apical part of the root with (93%) lateral 

canals.” 

-which Instrument it will be used to perform the cut in a longitudinal plane 

-None of the authors/studies mentioned in the Discussion have the respective reference in 

the bibliography. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Ideally in order to understand the internal tooth anatomy a CBCT should be taken for each 

teeth. 
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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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