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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Dear Authors, In the manuscript you describe an interesting case of a patient with a

severe class II and biprotrusion, thus is a challenge for the ortodontist. As you corretly

state, it would be treated by a combination of orthodontic and surgical treatment. I

appreciate the proposal of four different clinical option, and the patent's involvment in

the decisional process. In the description of the therapy, you highlight the main

problems, and clearly explain how you have overcome them. The use of mini-screws is

widely reported in literature, and your choice of references is appropriate. The use of the

anterior auxiliary arch to control the torque of the upper incisors is original, and you

demonstrated that it can works in such a cases. I suggest you to discuss the difference

among this solution and other torque control systems, e.g. hybrid appliances. I

appreciate that you put in evidence the limit of this treatment, that didn't allow to

correct completely the class II relationship. The time of treatment was quite long, but

necessary to complete the case in a non surgical approach to the problem.
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Dear Authors, I appreciate the changes, and I suggest to publish the revised manuscript.
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