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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript describes the case of a patient with obstructive sialadenitis in the 
submandibular gland caused by penetration of a fish bone, highlighting the 
importance of a precise inspection and examination of the gland, before any 
treatment. Overall, the paper is interesting, with discussion encompassing sufficient 
literature references, but it necessarily needs an English revision of the text, since 
the presence of numerous grammar errors and typos and, sometimes, lack of clarity. 
My comments and revisions are indicated in the text under track changes. 
 
 

 
 
English has been corrected as per your comments 
 
 

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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 


