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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 treatment of mandibular fracture in children is challenging because of advantages and disadvantages of closed or open reduction and fixation specially for condylar Fx . stage of dentition, features of Fx , possibility of closed reduction, tooth buds, possibility of placing arch bar and many variables are important to final decision.
	

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

	I suggest;
Mandibular body fracture with displacement in 4 years-old child; Closed Reduction
	

	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.

	Acceptable
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, but the issue is not easy and more  discussion is necessary. I note some problem below.
	

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

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

	No,there are many mistakes that I highlighted in yellow and recommended alternatives.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
There are many mistakes Grammarly that I highlighted in yellow color.discussion must be more complete and longer. because the issue is not simple.some words must be changed. The pattern of Fxs is different in different area or country. imaging  modalities of choice for mandible Fx are OPG and PA Skull.some times we need 3D CT scan. Favorable is different from undisplased. Usually we don’t use towns view. It is better to explain more about child mandibular Fx.
Major concerns;
1-discussion must be longer and more complete.
2- Fx pattern varies in different countries, use the best sources and note it.
3-in discussion, you must write about children Fx of mandible more complete, about condylar Fx that is very important ( briefly).
4-ORIF is our choice for many mandibular Fxs in adults, but in growing  children we prefer closed reduction and MMF but there are exceptions that you can write.
5- you have to talk about advantages and disadvantages of both closed Reduction and ORIF and don’t bold advantages of one of them.
6- infection rate in ORIF is not rational in sterile field. I suggest use better reference or just note that infection rate is more in ORIF than closed Reduction\
7- in most ORIF cases we use intraoral approach.some Fx like subcondylar Fx may need extra-oral approach.
Minor concerns;
1-There are many Grammarly mistakes.
2-correct explantation of figure 6 and 7.
3- it is better to include the pre-op lateral 3D view.
4- imaging modality of choice for mandible Fx is OPG plus PA Skull. Some times we need 3D CT SCAN , but if we take 3D CT Scaninig, we have to take OPG to evaluate the dentition and teeth in all cases.
5- favorable Fx is different from undisplaced Fx
6- you can taik about the shape of primary teeth that is not suitable for arch bar placement and needs other MMf modality like Risdon wiring.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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