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	Reviewer’s comment
	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.


	Haller cells have significant role in sinus pathology. Its appearance and morphology can be efficiently visualized in Cone beam computed tomography. The current manuscript also focuses on the same with providing the supportive data along with significant statistical analysis. Also, the current article doesn’t add up additional value in accordance to the literature as there are sufficient data is already available regarding the Haller cells; its significance and CBCT evaluation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is well correlated, justifiable and suitable in relation to the complete manuscript
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive. Although, some suggestions are recommended –
1. Place and Duration of the study could have been included in the methodology

2. Sufficient data is not available regarding the selection of CBCT scans 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The current manuscript has shown a statistically significant relation between Haller cells with maxillary sinusitis and orbital floor dehiscence. The percentages of the presence of Haller cells, its shape and size mentioned in this article is in correlation with the existing literature.
 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are sufficient and covered wide publication year range
	

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


	The author has used a descriptive language with least grammatical errors
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The image in Fig 4 could be of a better quality and supportive to the context. Also, the arrow mark should be pointed out in the correct direction depicting the region of interest
2. The basis of selection of CBCT scans should be elaborated 

3. The inclusion and exclusion criteria should be briefed out 

4. The number of scans and duration of the study could be more to justify the study
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