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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The paper is well-written and provides valuable insights into a significant issue in dental 
practice. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title is clear and relevant to the content of the paper. It directly addresses the 
issue of accidental dental instrument aspiration, which is a critical concern in dental 
practice. 

 

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. 

 

he abstract effectively summarizes the main points of the paper. It provides a brief 
introduction, outlines the case report, and concludes with the importance of 
preparedness and preventive measures. 
 However, it could benefit from a more structured format. For instance, breaking down the 
abstract into sections like Background, Case Presentation, and Conclusion could make it 
more reader-friendly and ensure that all critical points are highlighted 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The discussion could benefit from a more focused comparison of the case presented with 
similar cases in the literature. This would provide a better understanding of how common 
such incidents are and how they are typically managed. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
 

yes  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Ensure that the language used is formal and academic throughout the paper. For 
instance, replacing phrases like "patient was promptly shifted" with "the patient was 
immediately transferred" could improve the tone. 
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PART  2: 
 

 
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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