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Are the interpretations and conclusions justified by the results? 
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Comments 

 
 

Comments to the Author 

 
1) The sample was one of convenience, recruited via the CRO-MG electronic 
bulletin, which limits representativeness. The study reports n=279, but CRO-MG 
has nearly 40,000 registered members, the response rate was low, and this needs 



 
to be discussed as a methodological limitation of greater impact. The construction 
of the knowledge score is interesting but lacks formal validation. The weighting 
assigned to the questions was defined by the authors, which may introduce bias. 
Suggestion: Include in the Methods section a more detailed justification regarding 
the validity of the score and its limitations. 
 
2) The results are presented in an organized manner in tables, with clear 
descriptions. The findings include the low frequency of exam requests and the 
insufficient knowledge among dentists. 
Suggestions: Some tables could be condensed to avoid redundancy (e.g., Tables 3 
and 4). Include at least bivariate association tests (chi-square, t-test/ANOVA, or 
non-parametric equivalents). If possible, add a simple multivariate analysis to 
strengthen the validity of the findings. 
 
3) Still regarding statistical tests, suggestions of what could be applied: 
- Pearson’s chi-square test or Fisher’s exact test: compare knowledge 
(low/medium/high) × year of graduation (before/after 2002)., frequency of exam 
requests × presence of specialization.... 
- An ordinal logistic regression (if using the weak/medium/good classification) or 
linear regression (if using the continuous score) could identify independent factors 
associated with a higher level of knowledge (e.g., years since graduation, 
specialization, type of practice). 
This would provide greater robustness to the discussion, showing that the 
knowledge deficit does not depend solely on specialization or years since 
graduation. 
 
4) The discussion is consistent and engages with the literature. However there was 
a lack of deeper exploration of the practical implications (such as the legal 
responsibility of dentists when failing to request exams when indicated). 
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The topic discussed is of paramount importance for all of us, dentists, regardless 
of the specialty, but very much essential for surgical disciplines of Dentistry. In 
fact, it is very clear for us, dentists, the need to expand the basic knowledge of 
Internal Medicine applied to Dentistry, including topics on Hematology. It is crucial 
to dentists to be prepared to detect serious systemic abnormalities in the daily 
clinical practice. Thus, your paper demonstrates the need for narrative reviews on 
topics that better prepare students and professionals for the systemic aspect of 
Health. Moreover, from my point of view, Dentistry programs should contemplate a 
course of Applied Internal Medicine. In conclusion, the interpretation of 
biochemical and blood tests are very essential for dental practice. For exemple, a 
patient may present with enlarged, purple or black gums, and a "subclinical silent" 



 
or an opening clinical picture of frank leukemia should be considered in the 
differential diagnosis. A significantly altered blood count with the presence of 
blastic cells is to be expected. This early diagnosis is the difference between 
survival and death. Severe bleeding accident could happen during and after oral 
surgical procedures. Definitely, dentists should be better prepared to acknowledge 
systemics diseases, its suspicion, diagnosis and patient urgent and ready referral. 
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