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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 

 

1. This author explained that all subjects examined in 

this study presented with a low dental caries status. 

However, the dental caries status was not presented 

in this article.  

 

Author agrees with reviewer and the change has 

been effected and highlighted. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. This author should correct “byhealth” in the 70th line. 

2. 97 subjects were involved in this study. However, in 

the table 1, the total number of 11-19 year-old subjects is 

100. 

3. This author should correct “n=58, 24.00%” in “n=24, 

24.2%” in the 104th line. 

4. In the footnote of figure 1, “between 10-17” is made 

mistake for “between 11-19”. 

5. This author should correct “whichdental” in the 175th 

line. 

  

1. Corrected and highlighted. 

2. There was a mix-up in the tabulation of 

the results. This has been identified. 

Corrected and is highlighted. 

3. This has been corrected in relation to 

change 2 above. 

4. Correction made. 

5. Correction made. 

Optional/General comments 

 

In this study, we can see the prevalence of dental 

fluorosis and the Community Fluorosis Index among the 

subjects. If the author examined dental caries status, the 

data should be presented in this article. 

 

 

 

Author agrees with reviewer and the change has 

been effected and highlighted. 

 

 

 


