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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 
 

 
It is a routine way where a periodontists is going to maximize attached/keratinized 
gingiva besides increasing vestibule depth, so I think it is not a new method. 
If this manuscript had been performed as a clinical trial design, it would be more 
useful to practitioners. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Vestibuloplasty is done to increase vestibule depth and to increase the width 
of the attached gingiva. 
 
In this case report not only we have achieved the desired results of 
increased vestibular depth and increased width of attached gingival but also 
the type of gingiva.  
 
After soft tisuue augmentation a thicker biotype of gingiva was achieved. 
 
In addition we have also achieved recession coverage. 
  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Some grammeric  errors was seen in “abstract” section. Such as “think gingival biotype” or 
“my modifying “  
 

 
The errors were rectified. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
The case report is not a clinical trial but treatment imparted to a patient attending 
the regular OPD section of the govt dental college (RDC Guwahati). We decided 
to perform two procedures together rather than having two different surgeries at 
two different times. 
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