
 
Dear Pravallika Kakada, Dr: 
 
Your submission Multi-Omics Convergence in Odontogenic Tumor Research: A 
Scientometric and Translational Mapping Study to Brazilian Dental Science, has 
been revised and according to reviewers' comments, there are questions to be 
addressed and/or points to be clarified/corrected. 
Please answer the reviewers considerations point-by-point in a separate document 
and also please make all the corrections in the text highlighted in yellow. 
 
Deadline: 30 days 
 
Thank you for considering Brazilian Dental Science for publishing your research. 
We are looking forward the revised version of you manuscript. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Does the Abstract (Summary) clearly and accurately describe the content of the 
article? 
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Is the problem significant and concisely stated? 

 
Yes 
 

 
Are the methods or research design described comprehensively? Is the statistical 
analysis adequate? 
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Are the interpretations and conclusions justified by the results? 
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Is adequate reference made to other work in the field? 
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Comments to the Author 

 
This work presents an important exploration of trends in odontogenic tumor 
research and how this field is evolving considering overall current trends. It is an 
important look into this aspect and presents quantitative methods to evaluate this 
evolution. The authors achieved important results and observations in this work. I 
have some minor comments regarding this paper: 
1 - Many trends are explored in this work, but I have observed that an aspect that 
was brought up in more than one graph but that wasn't directly explored in the text 
is the evolution of keywords and trending topics in the field. The paragraph above 
Figure 2, for example, which presents this data, does not explore this finding 
directly, focusing on other aspects of the analysis which could also be presented 
in an additional figure or table in addition to what is being presented in Figure 2. 
2 - It would also be interesting to explore the limitations of this work in the 
discussion in order to inform readers and direct future works. This is a good 
practice that aids in better understanding the scientific aspects behind the work. It 
shows both ways for improvement in the future while also setting expectations for 
the interpretation of the results achieved in this article. 
There are also very minor corrections which are present in the review file I have 
attached. Beyond these observations, I believe there are no impediments for the 
publication of this work. 
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Dear authors, 
 
I hope that the contributions made to your text will further enhance this very 
interesting work. 
Please consider the comments made, especially regarding biomarkers. I believe 
that including a more robust text on biomarkers will further enhance your work. 
This important topic was omitted throughout the work. 
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Your submission Multi-Omics Convergence in Odontogenic Tumor Research: A 
Scientometric and Translational Mapping Study to Brazilian Dental Science, has 
been revised and odontogenic keratocyst (OKC) was reclassified as keratocystic 
odontogenic tumour (KCOT) from 2005 to 2017. The authors mention in the text as 
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citation of an acrononym or abbreviation for the first time, the authors need to 
include its meaning, as the authors have done some times, but not all. If the 
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paragraph introducing and explaining this decision. The authors should weight in 
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