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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
Use of terms like “our” and “we” to be replaced with “the present study”.
Introduction- Last line “This study focus on the pertinent dental education programs can

significantly alleviate dental issues and improve the quality of autistic kids” — to be
reframed.

Materials & Methods — 1) We performed an institutionally.

2) We also gathered additional patient information via a questionnaire.

3) Inclusion & exclusion criteria to be specified.

4) Age group- 6 to 14 years: Has eruption status of Maxillary central incisors been
accounted into, as these teeth erupt between 7-8 years and OHI index requires fully
erupted teeth.

4) recording of DMFT index in the mixed dentition period needs to be elaborated.

5) Grading criteria to be specified in material & methods.

6) No mention of all the parameters being evaluated

Discussion: Citation of references to be improvised.

Results: Inference of results is vague.

References: To be written in Vancouver style.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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