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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.


	The manuscript a brief overview about role of mini implants in dentistry. The case gives a short term experience about a mini implant inserted in a growing patient. But it lacks in depth analysis in terms of mini implants success and complication rates especially in young patients in light of available published data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It should either be a narrative review or 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.


	It should be adjusted in light of revisions made in main manuscript. Its better to keep it unstructured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It should either be a narrative review or a case report.
The objective of study is also not clear. Is it highlighting the role of mini implants in dental rehab in general or in young patients only? Or is concerned with the comparison with conventional implants?

The authors need to be more specific.
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	The manuscript needs to be more specific and needs better analysis in terms of comparative analysis based on available data.
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