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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

1. Prosthodontic department dental Out patient department laboratory, Liaquat University
Hospital Jamshoro. This study will aids in the prevention of future by opting for material will
less temperature rise during setting procedure.( Reframe, Grammer )

2. Total 60 permanent teeth with sound morphology,usually extracted for orthodontic
treatment were selected using non probability consecutive sampling technique.

( Teeth used for Study were maxillary central incisor teeth...?)Why Central insicors were
extracted for Orthodontic management?)

3. Table 1. Descriptive Statistics of Mean Rise in Temperature During Provisional
Restorations. Mean:
(Is Unclear)

4. Figure 1. Frequency of Teeth Arch for Provisional Restoration.( Unclear ?- To
reframe)

In Abstract:

Conclusion: The mean rise in pulp temperature using Bis-GMA resin was significantly less as
compared to the GMMA material. So Bis-GMA should be preferred over GMMA material for
provisional restorations.

GMMA???)

All the necessary corrections were done as indicated

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
60 Central incisors Extracted for Orthodontic Treatment? Raise an ethical
issue?
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