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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The mandibule is the one of the most common site of fracture in the maxillofacial region.Each mandibular fracture is unique and requires tailored treatment plan.Enough literature is available for the management of fresh mandibular fractures but the management of malunited and non united fractures presents an unusual scenario.I believe this manuscript has the potential to discuss in great detail the manaagemnt of such cases.
	

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

	The title is suitable
	

	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.

	 The abstract is sufficient but does not provide clear and precise information about the manuscipt
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct although the explaination of the facts is confusing and incoherent 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	In the Introduction section,please provide reference for the line – “In general, the average rate of complications following mandible fracture fixation is 58%.”


	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
No,the language and the narration of the manuscript is not up to the mark.The manuscript will benefit for overall editing either by a professional editing service or using Grammerly.For Grammerly the target score for the manuscript should be more than 90%


	

	Optional/General comments

	The discussion section could be more descriptive with more discussion around different stratergeis on diagnosing,preventing and managing such fractures.Although not a rule,but try to include atleast 5-6 references.Additionally certain points on radiographic identification such as ‘elephant foot deformoty’ can be added.

	












	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]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)
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