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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
Exclusion/Inclusion criteria 

- Any craniofacial surgery history? 
- Any facial/nasal trauma 
- Syndromic children with craniofacial anomaly 

 
Standardisation of the instrument used for the measurement eg conventional stationary 
ruler vs digital ruler (brand, were they described in previous study) 
To explain the measures taken to reduce inter-rater variability 
 
To state if there will be separate analysis for the need of interceptive vs preventive 
orthodontics or the results will be lumped sum together for both. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
The authors need to obtain ethics approval from all the relevant authorities. 
Written consent and information to legal guardian must be clear in the study 
protocol.   
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