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 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 

 

Spelling, sentence structure and grammar need to be 

addressed. Choice of words is confusing at times. For 

instance “superior surface and inferior surface of the 

cone”. 

Please clarify the ethical issues if any. 

 

The manuscript was edited by American Journal 

Experts. We sent the certificate through e-mail.  
Superior and inferior surface of the cone was 
changed to smaller and higher diameter. We hope it 
is clearer now (page 3, line 78). 
It was not necessary an ethical approval to develop 
the research, because it did not involve humans, 
extracted teeth or animals. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

  

Optional/General comments 

 

This manuscript does not offer new information. The  

bonding techniques described have been reported in the 

literature. The biggest problem with this manuscript is 

the use of materials of one and the same manufacturer, 

3M. This makes the manuscript suspect of being a 

commercial  enterprise.  

We understand the reviewer’s point of view. We 

decided to use the material from the same 

manufacturer to avoid any incompatibility. We 

are not a commercial enterprise. The research 

was developed by dental students and we have 

had no intention to perform a commercial 

advertisement for 3M. 

 


