Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Research and Reports in Dentistry

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJRRD_132992

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Bridging Gaps, Enhancing Smile: A Multidisciplinary Approach

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community. 
It has highlighted how multidisciplinary approach to treatment can enhance outcome.

It has also buttressed the need for interdisciplinary cooperation and harmony for the benefit of patients.

It has also shown the importance of individualized treatment planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive. However, I feel if the authors can rephrase this sentence “This case report is aimed to evaluate the effectiveness of a comprehensive treatment plan” The report is not evaluating the effectiveness.........rather, you are reporting your finding. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient for a case repot. However, if they can get more recent one, it will improve the manuscript. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Largely, the language is correct. Just that there are many mistakes in the use of tenses which I have highlighted in the reviewed manuscript. 
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