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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 presents views on the management of malunited mandibular fractures, which are relatively uncommon but clinically significant. By highlighting the significance of treating patient non-compliance as a contributing factor to post operative complications, it provides a useful perspective on surgical decision making process. The case illustrates a favourable result with comparatively straightforward strategy – refracture and closed reduction – which supports the efficacy of conservative treatments when used as needed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is mostly okay. 

However this sounds better. (just suggestion)

Refracture and Realignment of a Malunited Mandibular Fracture: A Case Report
	

	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 provides a general summary but has errors in grammar and could be more clear. Clear mention of outcome can be added for more complete narrative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 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.
	Citations [3,4] mentioned in the introduction (Costello, 1975) are not included in the reference list.  
	

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


	Not totally. To satisfy scholarly standards, the manuscript needs to be carefully edited for language. It has many grammatical and spelling errors. Some sentence structures are awkward and not suitable for scholarly standards.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The case is well documented. However, the manuscript should be professionally proofread to improve. The manuscript could be better if a review on long term outcomes of malunited fractures is mentioned and/or mention of any recent guidelines or consensus on post op complications of mandibular fractures. Discussion can be improved.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	N/A
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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