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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
Minor REVISION comments Cleidocranial Dysostosis a case study and Literature review

1. Kindly mention consent obtained
2. No clinical pictures.

3. MINOR GRAMATICAL ERRORS; Subheading effected
a) Font size, paragraph alignment.

b) Line -77= AA 19 years old- rewrite as A 19 years.

c) Line -86=1.50m in height.-mention in cm.

d) Line-153=super suffix 27, 28.29,30 rewrite as 27-30,few othe paras similar errors.
e) Reference-in some pp mentioned and in few not mentioned the letter “pp”-why?
f) Reference-Only few ISBN mentioned-why? Conclusion is effected

Optional/General comments

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.

Kindly see the following link:
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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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