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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The paper is very interesting, however, before acceptance, authors should discuss in a
more accurate way the state of the art about stem cells applicatin in dentistry. Indeed,
they should cite the following papers: - PubMed 1D32188154 - PubMed 1D32811413 -
PubMed ID33386051 Moreover they should emphasize the potential role of chlorexidine
in managing stem cell implantation procedures. Please cite
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method of pulp revascularization need to be mentioned in the title it is not clear what
is the reason for incomplete root formation in a 26 years old patient to follow up case
radiographically it is much more reliable to use CBCT line 174 please add reference page
177 it is much more accurate to say we have inadequate evidence's instead of no
evidence's page 180 reference required it is not clear in the discussion section the role
of cefaclor antibiotic, bacteriologically what is the mean reason of its use = IROOTBP
role is not clear in the healing process suggested scaffolds and its forms alo need to be

clear




