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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
This is an interesting case report. The authors used the lateral-window bone plate from

sinus lifting procedure as a bone block donor for horizontal bone augmentation at the

neighboring surgical site. The surgical result looks fine after final implant placement.

Several minor comments need to be revised or answered. 1. The English of this

manuscript have several grammar errors. The manuscript has better be edited again. 2.

Title: “for correcting” is suggested to change to “to correct”. 3. Page 1: “Bio-gide” should

change to “Bio-Gide”. 4. Page 2: “complain” should change to “complaint”. 5. Page 3:

Please revise about the usage of mouthwash. How many days was the CHX mouthwash

used before surgery? Three minutes for each time? 6. Page 3: “Articaine” should change

to “articaine”. Please confirm that the articaine is 2% instead of 4%. Most of the 3M

articaine product is 4%. 7. Figure 2D: It is a pity that the suspected pseudocyst was not

sent for pathological examination under microscope. 8. Page 5: “Albrektsson et al.”

needs the reference source. 9. “Reference” should change to “References”. 10. References:

The formats are inconsistent regarding “upper- and lower- cases” of the titles and “full

names or abbreviations for the cited journals”. Please revise each reference and let the
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format be consistent.
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