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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 
 

 
 
Smoking status is a very important factor, and must be mentioned with regard 
to patient selection and in analyses of results. Smoking delays healing of 
wounds. 
Alcohol must be recorded too as it increases bleeding tendency. 
Describe how to, if needed, prevent/reduce wash-out of Simvastatin and PRP 
from the extraction pockets and the length of time they have the local effect in 
the extraction socket. 
Describe how you will ensure as equal as possible surgery procedures, and 
operator equality. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
CBCT is an acronym, please give name 
No mention of degree and percent inclination of third molar relative to second molar, 
between study participant variation, please describe your choices. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Measure hs-C-reactive protein as a measure of associated inflammation and/or 
infection? 
Is it possible to apply Simvastatin and PRP in the same session? That would give a 
better comparison of the two treatments. 
A one-year comparative registration of study results would be an advantage. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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