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Detailed Reviewer’s Report

Strength of the study:
» The manuscript presents a clinically relevant and well documented orthodontic case report
« Clear treatment objectives and treatment progress improve understanding of the procedure
« Good quality clinical photographs and radiographs support the treatment outcome effectively
» The discussion is supported with relevant orthodontic literature and references
» Functional and esthetic improvements after treatment are explained in a simple and understandable
manner

Weakness of the study:
« The manuscript represents only a single case and lacks broader clinical comparison
« Follow up duration after treatment completion was not clearly mentioned
« Minor grammatical and spacing errors are present throughout the manuscript
» More details regarding retention protocol and long term stability could be included
 Ethical clearance from an institutional review board was not specifically mentioned in the article

Reviewers Comments:

The manuscript describes the successful orthodontic management of an impacted maxillary central incisor
using a combined surgical and orthodontic approach. The topic is important because impacted anterior teeth
can significantly affect esthetics, function, and psychological well being in young patients. The case has
been presented in a clear and organized manner with appropriate clinical photographs, radiographs, and
cephalometric comparison. The treatment planning and biomechanics are explained adequately, making
the report clinically informative for readers. Patient consent has been appropriately mentioned, although
institutional ethical clearance should also be clarified if applicable. The overall writing quality is
satisfactory, but the manuscript requires correction of minor grammatical mistakes, spacing issues, and
sentence structure in some sections. The limitation of presenting only a single case should be acknowledged
more clearly. Inclusion of long term follow up findings would further strengthen the report. Overall, the
manuscript provides useful clinical insight with a satisfactory treatment outcome.



