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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The paper addresses  minimally invasive treatment option for trigeminal neuralgia, a condition that 
often lacks effective and well-tolerated therapies. The inclusion of a detailed case report provides 
practical insights into the application and effects of ozone therapy. The introduction explains the 
challenges of current treatment options (e.g., carbamazepine side effects and patient compliance 
issues).The manuscript highlights the physiological and biochemical mechanisms of ozone therapy, 
supporting its potential efficacy in pain management. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Ozone Therapy in the Management of Trigeminal Neuralgia Symptoms  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Provide specific results, such as the percentage improvement in pain indicators.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

COMMENTS: 
1. Evidence Base: The conclusions are based on a single case study. 

2. Subjective Outcomes: The study relies on subjective measures (VAS scale). 

3. Comparative Analysis: To strengthen conclusions, quantitative comparisons between ozone 

therapy and other non-invasive treatments, such as acupuncture or physiotherapy, are 

recommended. 

4. Dosage and Protocols: Additional details on ozone concentration, injection techniques, and 

session intervals are necessary to address potential risks of overdose and ensure 

reproducibility. 

5. Conclusions: Given the limited data, the claim that ozone therapy should be a first-line 

treatment is premature. Instead, the potential of ozone therapy as an adjunct or alternative 

treatment should be emphasized. 

6. Visual Support: Adding visual representations, such as a diagram of the ozone application 

process, would enhance the presentation of results. 

 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

References: Ensure that all references are current, peer-reviewed, and directly support the claims 

made about ozone therapy. 
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS: 
1. Abstract: Provide specific results, such as the percentage improvement in pain indicators. 

2. Introduction: Elaborate on the limitations of alternative treatments to better position ozone 

therapy as a solution. 

3. Materials and Methods: Include a more detailed description of the ozone solution and 

injection technique to facilitate reproducibility. 

4. Discussion: Address the limitations of this single-patient study and focus more on the potential 

risks of ozone therapy. 

The article presents a compelling case for exploring ozone therapy in trigeminal neuralgia. With 

additional precision in the methodology, an expanded literature review, and appropriately cautious 

conclusions, this manuscript has the potential to substantiate the viability of ozone therapy for TN 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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