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Title: the title reflects the main subject/hypothesis of the manuscript.  Abstract: the 

abstract summarizes and reflects the work described in the manuscript; however, it is 

recommended to detail the medications prescribed and provide conclusions based on 

the results. For example, the presence of the fissure in the molar is an important detail 

that must be highlighted in the results and reflected in the conclusions.  Key Words: the 

keywords reflect the focus of the manuscript; however, most of them are not MeSH 

terms.  Background: the manuscript adequately describes the background, and presents 

the status and significance of the study; however, a brief description of case management 

(references 1-3; page 2, line 45) would be pertinent. On the other hand, lines 48 and 49 

should be removed because they become part of the methods and are mentioned there. 

Moreover, at the end of the introduction it is indicated "prevention of this SURGICAL 
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need to be improved. In particular, all elements that are not necessary should be 

eliminated (numbers, letters, lips, desks, retractors, other people, the floor, etc.).  Page 3, 

line 90. The legend of the figures indicates the dimension in millimeters of the lateral 
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is closely related to the present case. It would be appropriate to make a contrast with 

that case.  Conclusions. Lines 200-203. They seem like recommendations that can be 

placed at the end of the discussion.  Reference 11 is extremely old. 
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