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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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.
	Studies the changes in soft tissue after extraction of all 1st premolars in patients with bimaxillary protrusion. It is
clinically relevant especially for orthodontists in regions with predominantly such facial types. Limited data on
Bangladeshi population.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	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.
	1.    Lots of repetition.
2.    Grammatical  errors  (For  example:  pre  and  post  treatment  cephalometric  radiographs  WERE
analysed to be used instead of WAS).
3.    Methods could be more concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write
here.
	1.    Clear objective and method.
2.    Study appears to be scientifically sound.
3.    Sample size appears to be reasonable for a local study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are relevant and support the study, however some of the references are outdated from the 1980’s
and 1990’s. it is preferable to add more recent studies to show awareness.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	1.    Grammar mistakes throughout.
2.    Awkward and unclear sentences.
3.    Needs proper language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Overall articles is useful and under-researched in Bangladeshi population.
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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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