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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses an important clinical and scientific topic related to reconstructive or surgical management in the oral and maxillofacial region. The study contributes to the existing literature by discussing the clinical presentation, treatment approach, and outcomes associated with the condition described in the manuscript. Such reports are valuable for clinicians and researchers as they provide practical insights into diagnosis and management strategies. The findings may help improve understanding of similar cases and guide future clinical practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the main focus of the manuscript. It clearly indicates the clinical condition and the treatment or procedure discussed in the study. However, the title could be slightly refined to make it more concise and specific if required. Ensuring clarity and brevity in the title will improve readability and indexing.
	

	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 basic overview of the study and summarizes the clinical context and management approach. However, it may be improved by including additional details such as the objectives of the study, the methodology used, key findings, and the clinical outcome. A more structured abstract including background, case description or methods, results, and conclusion would make it more informative.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and presents clinically relevant information. The methodology and clinical description are generally appropriate. However, the scientific quality can be improved by providing more detailed explanations of the procedure, including diagnostic criteria, treatment planning, and postoperative outcomes. Including additional clinical details and supporting discussion would strengthen the scientific rigor of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are relevant to the topic. However, the article would benefit from including more recent publications to reflect the latest developments in this field. Adding recent studies and review articles would strengthen the discussion and demonstrate the current relevance of the work.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable but requires minor language editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and clarity. Some sentences appear lengthy or require rephrasing for better readability. A thorough language revision is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents useful clinical information and contributes to the literature in this field. However, several improvements can enhance the overall quality of the article:

· Provide more detailed explanation of the clinical procedure or methodology.

· Improve the discussion section by comparing the findings with previously published studies.

· Ensure that figures and tables are clearly labeled with descriptive legends.

· Provide details regarding patient follow-up and outcome evaluation.

· Ensure uniform formatting of references and headings according to journal guidelines.

With minor revisions, the manuscript could provide valuable insights for clinicians and researchers.
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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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