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The article is well written  

The following comments have to be revised 

Abstract  

1- Change presentation of case to case 

presentation 

2- The case presentation is not related to the 

technique used in the study:  the author have 

to mention the technique used in the case  

Discussion: 

The following paragraph have to moved to the case 

presentation not in the discussion  

 
In present case, there was an increase in radio-opacity 
immediately, due to the compaction of the bone graft into 
the defect. In the first month there was reduction in 
volume of the material due to initiation of resorption of the 
bone graft. In the third month there was evidence of bone 
regeneration,  but not complete, due to partial resorption 
of the graft. In the sixth month bone regeneration was 
complete because of the combined effect of graft and 
PRF. 
 
In this case the graft did not produce any adverse 
reactions. Wound 133 healing and primary closure of 
the surgical site were good. Radiographic evaluation 
revealed favorable outcomes regarding bone 
regeneration and repair of periapical tissues. 

 

 

 

 

 

Headings are changed. 

Case presentation and technique used in the 

study are discussed separately in the abstract 

now 

 

 

 

Mentioned paragraph were moved under case 

presentation heading  
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the clinical photos and the x-ray should have mark 

for the right and left side  

 

 

 

 

Clinical photos and radiograph were marked. 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


