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Dear Editor,

Thanks for sending me the manuscript.

I read it carefully and below are my comments:

The purpose of the study is comparison between the efficacy of 4% articaine as buccal infiltration and 2% lidocaine as a

nerve block, according to the topic.

However, both groups (A & B) received a nerve block, so the methodology is not correct and the results cannot be right.  

It would have been better if one group had received articaine and another one had been treated by block.

Another question is why the drugs were applied weekly? These drugs are not long-acting and can be injected once and

before the dental procedure. The authors have not explained more.

In general, I think it is not suitable for publication.

Regards,
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