Answer to reviewer 3
1. Dear authors, congratulations for your work. It seems to be methodologically well-driven.
· Thank you for your comments.
2. METHODS: please provide the search strings as a supplementary material.
· The search strings were provided in Additional file n°11. 
3. Did you consider syndromic patients/ the extraction of third molars /condylar fractures for your selection criteria? 
· As mentioned in materials and methods, “Although initially the search terms ‘cleft lip and/or palate’ and ‘craniofacial syndromes’ were included in the search, articles focusing on these patients were kept separately, since they are out of the scope of the present review.” Extraction of third molars was not considered since the effect on occlusion is unclear, and neither did condylar fractures. For this last parameter, we checked the included articles and none included patients with condylar fractures. 
4. Please add as supplementary material the Prisma checklist for reporting systematic reviews.
· The Prisma checklist has been added as Additional file n° 12. 
5. RESULTS: you analyze the data to sort out the geographical prevalence of each malocclusion. I would suggest you to compare the prevalence of malocclusions in males vs females for each continent, as well as for socioeconomic status.
· A sentence regarding results of males vs. females has been added to paragraph 3.1 of the results section. Socioeconomic status, although interesting, was not included in our review, since it is difficult to quantify and sometimes subjective. 
6. FUNDING INFORMATION, AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS, CONFLICT OF INTERESTS, SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL, ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS should be filled.
· We thank the reviewer for this reminder and apologize for this missing information that we have now added. 

