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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 
 

 
 
Major concern –  
1. English proof reading should be done. Lot of spelling & grammatical mistakes 

- Line 11 -  Survival, but 
- Line11- Nowadays 
- Line 13- a most challenging task 
- Line 15- therapy. Due 
- Line 16 – Aesthetics, restoration 
- Line 17 – Margin 
- Line 44 – emergence 
- Line 46 – 3 months 
- Line 48 – coping was 
- Line 50 – customized. 
- Few other spelling & tenses also need to be corrected 

2. Introduction needs to be elaborate 
3. line 28 – how can the chief concern of the patient will be preserving the natural 
appearance of gingival complex? Those should be included in clinical findings. 
4. line 29 – no pre-operative clinical or radiographic images included ( before orthodontic 
treatment images) 
5. Did you explain about the treatment plan to the patient before starting the orthodontic 
treatment? 
6. patient consent was not mentioned. 
7. how did the patient lost the upper central incisor? Any previous history of orthodontic 
treatment? Case history needs to be elaborate 
8.Findings & picture of the 3dimensional imaging  
9. line 34 – concentration of local anaesthetic. Trade name of the anaesthetic agent used. 
10. findings of medical fitness should be included 
11. duration of the orthodontic treatment 
12. post operative medications 
13. How the patient maintained oral hygiene post operatively? Mention about  plaque 
control measures taken 
14. line 59 – reference required 
15. line 73 – explain in detail about dynamic compression technique 
16. follow up was not mentioned 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
All changes are made 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Not enough references 
Explain in detail about various techniques used to preserve gingival curvature 
Explain about biocol technique by schlar in discussion part 
 
 

Explained in discussion part. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
Not a new technique reported in this case. 
Also results achieved was not aesthetically acceptable. zenith differences & midline shift 
were present 
Can be accepted if the above mentioned comments are fulfilled 
 
 

 

 
 
 
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) 
 
Patient consent was not mentioned in the case 
report 

 
There is no ethical issue. Patient consent is 
mentioned.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 


