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	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.


	Location of the apical constriction is foremost important in performing root canal therapy. Various factors influence the working length determination and this study emphasizes on the sequence of assembling the parts of apex locators before inserting it in the root canal for working length determination. Accurate determination of apical constriction reduces endodontic flare ups which occur due to many reasons.
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	Yes. Title of the article is suitable. Instead, some dental terms like ‘minor constriction’ OR ‘major constriction’ OR ‘apical constriction’ OR ‘dental apex locators’ must be included for its specific relevance to dental topic.
	

	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.


	Yes, abstract of the article is comprehensive. Full form of activation sequences must be mentioned. Instead of using terminology like ‘root canal length’ terminologies like ‘working length determination’ must be used.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Manuscript is scientifically correct and has enlightened a very important step in endodontic treatment.
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	Yes. References mentioned are sufficient. Some of the references have not mentioned publication year. References after 2021 have not been mentioned. Kindly include 2-4 references published after 2021.
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	Yes. English language quality is suitable for scholarly communications.
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