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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments *Parts of the prototype ozone disinfection device
need to be clearly indicated on figure 1.

*Line 105: it is mentioned after treatment with liquid
disinfection solution but not mentioned to which
discs it has been applied??

*Parts of the prototype ozone disinfection devicehave been clearly indicated on figure 1 andmentioned in the legend.*The following wording has been added: “Aftertreatment of sample A with liquid disinfectantsolution…”
Minor REVISION comments Line 106-108: in my opinion those 3 lines needrephrasing so that they become easier for understanding;at one point it is mentioned in line 106 ‘differsignificantly’ then in line 108 ‘no significant difference’!

Lines 106-108 have been rephrased as follows:“In the case of the samples inoculated with
Staphylococcus aureus, the bacterial densities ofthe controls (C, C+) differ significantly comparedto the various ozone exposure interval samples(O3-3, O3-5, O3-10, O3-15) and the immersiondisinfected sample (A) (p<0.05), while there isno significant difference between the bacterialdensity of the control (C) and the bacterialdensity of the control (C+).”

Optional/General comments Sample size need to be increased, preferably to includedifferent impression materials. A larger study has already been initiated.


