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The authors should better describe the rarity of this particular case, compared with

previous case reports
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Wen et al. in their manuscript entitled “Vertical direction impaction of kissing molars: A
case report and review of the literature” aim to specify the definition of kissing molars
(KMs) in detail, to facilitate accurate evaluation of their prevalence and reclassify them
based on their impaction direction. The authors present a detailed case report of a
25-year-old female that was accidently diagnosed with two vertically impacted KMs in
the left mandible. They first report this type of vertical impacted KMs and have tried to
classify KMs by the impacted direction of teeth. The data and findings presented are
rigorous enough and justifies the conclusions. The authors have made logical
conclusions in a comprehensive manner based on their original findings and have tried
to summarize and discuss the available literature in the field. I have tried to list some
points that could be revised/discussed by the authors in the manuscript to make it more
comprehensible to the reader. 1. Under the history of present illness section, the
authors mention that the left maxillary wisdom tooth was extracted but the patient came
with complaint about the right maxillary wisdom tooth. Can the authors comment on
this? 2. I am a bit confused about the dental numbering system employed in the
manuscript, especially regarding number 39, can the authors shed some light on it? 3.
“...refused the removal of both KMs and the impacted tooth 48”, why was tooth 48
impaction not discussed in the manuscript? 4. Discussion Paragraph 3: “there is certain
error in the incidence statistics”, the statement needs a bit of discussion and detailing. 5.
Discussion Paragraph 3: The statement “We believe that the overlapping region of the
occlusal surfaces should exceed 90% of the occlusal area of the smaller teeth and the

acute angle formed by the long axis of the two teeth should not exceed 30 degrees to be
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considered as KMs” needs data to be analyzed from a lot more patients, hence authors
should reconsider this claim. 6. Discussion Paragraph 4: “....the included population
was not that of ordinary people”, what does the authors mean by this? 7. Discussion
Paragraph 5: Last line: et al. or etc.? 8. Why did the authors discuss only Type A KMs? It
will be helpful for the readers if all types are discussed.



