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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript 
and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

- What does the last 2 lines of the introduction mean? 
- Quote other authors with their results of similar studies in the introduction. 
- In the material and methods, case history of the patients was evaluated for 

medical history, tooth mobility, age and gender? What use was made of the 
photos? 

- Results and discussion section should be separate. 
- Inclusion and exclusion criteria needs to mentioned. 
- Mean age of the patients has not been mentioned, neither the race. 
- There is no mention of chronic periodontitis in the material and method. 
- Why was chi square test done? Was it needed? 
- The discussion is poorly written. It does not mention why there is tooth 

mobility in the certain areas. Explanation of the results is also needed as why it 
is seen. 

- Studies by other authors has not been mentioned, just the line that both the 
studies showed the same result. 

- Conclusion mentions “Patients' age, gender, site and region of mobile tooth are not 
associated with tooth mobility. Tooth mobility due to periodontal disease can occur 
equally in both male and females.”  There is no discussion between diabetes and 
chronic periodontitis. 

- Tooth mobility happens due to bone loss which is seen in both diabetes and 
chronic periodontitis, this needs to be further explained how. 

- The material and method protocol needs to be rewritten. 
- Maximum 35 articles should be used as reference in the study. 
- No limitations of the study have been mentioned. 
- No figures are seen as photos were also evaluated. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


