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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.

	This publication is of vital significance to the scientific community, particularly to the dental fraternity and plastic surgeons as it provides a particular paradigm for treating pediatric midface trauma. It highlights the significance of achieving  proper alignment of the dentition, which is essential for both ensuring appropriate masticatory function (chewing) as the child grows and for the patient's immediate look. Proper occlusal harmony is essential not only for immediate recovery but also for ensuring efficient masticatory function and preventing future temporomandibular joint (TMJ) disorders that often arise from malalignment.

In this case report  the crucial clinical problem of treating Le Fort I fractures in children, a group in which conventional surgical techniques like open reduction and internal fixation (ORIF) carry a significant risk of interfering with future dental development and facial growth centers. The authors support a conservative worldview that emphasizes long-term craniofacial growth over rigid stability by describing the effective use of closed reduction procedures, such as maxillomandibular fixation and frontal suspension.

The case also provides a successful clinical precedent for using closed reduction, which involves maxillomandibular fixation and frontal suspension, to maintain the strong osteogenic potential of a 7-year-old's face skeleton. This technique avoids the risks associated with open surgery, such as the disruption of facial growth centers or the interference of hardware with the development of permanent tooth buds. Therefore, this publication is an essential tool for medical practitioners who wish to reconcile immediate structural restoration with the long-term goal of harmonious craniofacial growth.




-

	

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

	Yes
	

	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 might be improved by emphasizing the long-term functional goals and the specific advantages for the dentistry community, even though it usually follows the normal clinical format and is well-structured. Increasing awareness of this strategy closed reduction, which involves maxillomandibular fixation and frontal suspension may shield growing permanent tooth buds, which are vulnerable at this stage of development, from future temporomandibular joint (TMJ) problems.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Indeed, the paper follows accepted guidelines for treating pediatric maxillofacial injuries and is accurate from a scientific standpoint.

	

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

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

	
Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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