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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. 
 

This manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it addresses the 
diagnostic complexities of glandular odontogenic cysts, a rare and often 
misdiagnosed lesion. By shedding light on the distinguishing histopathological 
features and the potential for diagnostic errors, the paper underscores the need 
for a meticulous and multidisciplinary approach in clinical practice. I appreciate 
this manuscript for its thorough examination of the diagnostic challenges, which 
not only enhances our understanding of GOC but also contributes to improving 
patient outcomes by guiding accurate diagnosis and treatment. The clarity and 
depth of the analysis make it a valuable resource for both clinicians and 
researchers in the field. 
 

 

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

 

Unraveling the Diagnostic Complexity of Glandular Odontogenic Cysts  

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. 

 

Yes it is comprehensive  

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. 

This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its 
comprehensive approach to the diagnostic challenges of glandular odontogenic 
cysts. It meticulously reviews the relevant literature, incorporating a wide range 
of clinical, radiographic, and histopathological data to support its analysis. The 
authors employ a rigorous methodology, including the use of advanced 
diagnostic techniques such as immunohistochemical staining and molecular 
analysis, to substantiate their findings. The manuscript's strength lies in its 
evidence-based discussion and clear presentation of complex information, 
making it a reliable and valuable contribution to the field. 
 

 

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