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PART  1: Review Commentspubli 
 
 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 
 

The references:  
- use the update ones which is suggested under 10 years of publication.  
- in this manuscript almost half is from over 10 years  
- some of them are from under 1990  
- one is from year of 1952.  

complete each reference with the year of publication. 
 
Discussion: 
Explain more the reason of type of restoration chosen for this patient systematically such 
as for the removable denture compared to the fixed and implant one.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Needs to be described about dental heatlh education, oral hygiene instruction given eto the 
patient.  Also the meaning of postivie attitude.  
 
In introduction part:  

- the term of “restorative dentist”  “dental professional”   
- tooth wear can “result from” caries,abrasion, attrition .....   “resulted in” 

 
Case report 

- A 25 year old male patient “reported” to the ..   “referred”  
- Figure 14 (A): Post Post cementation  post cementation  

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Can be accepted with the revision as described above 
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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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