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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript is interesting and important for the scientific community. Salivary calculi is the commonest salivary gland disorder and should know the prevalence and caused of the disease. Its worth to know in which major salivary glad it is more common and the reasons for it. However the manuscript should explain the basics little more than this for the interest of the community beyond the local anaesthetic management of this case
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would suggest changing the topic as for submandibular ductal calculi. Because parotid and sublingual major salivary glands too have sialoliths. And there are intra-ductal and intra-glandular sialoliths reported in literature.
CBCT: A Novel Perspective in Detecting Large Submandibular Salivary Duct Calculus – A Case Report and Literature Review
	

	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.


	Abstract is sufficient
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically correct but need bit more additions specifications and clarifications for the interest of the scientific community
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I would suggest reading the undermentioned case report which may provide many interesting additional details (2023 — Giant sialolith in submandibular salivary gland. Case Reports. Authors. P. D. C. Fernando; B. S. M. S. Siriwardana; M. A. F. Haneena)

	

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


	acceptable
	

	Optional/General comments


	It’s a nice short manuscript of a submandibular ductal calculi excised/removed with intra-oral approach under local anaesthesia. To make the case report more interesting, I would like to suggest under-mentioned clarifications

1. Better to alter the topic as submandibular ductal calculi. Because text doesn’t explain anything about imaging related to parotid and sublingual glands. Also, salivary calculi may arise as intra-ductal as well as intra-glandular but not only withing the ductal system.

2. It is better to mention why the megaliths occur at certain instances. Usually if the ductal/excretory system completely blocked pt will experience lots of symptoms and would go for early surgical management. But if the excretory pathway is partially obstructed the calculi grows as there is no complete shut-off of the salivary floor and patients get less symptoms.

3. It is better to mention the management of sialoliths. How to manage sialoliths? Surgical options?

4. Why was the OPG used initially (maybe for diagnosis) without simple and less radiation methods available as ultra-sound scan and plain radiographs (for diagnostic purposes but not for accurate dimensions)?

5. Highlight benefits of CBCT for sialoliths? Availability, feasibility and cost effectiveness?

I would suggest reading the undermentioned case report which may provide many interesting additional details (2023 — Giant sialolith in submandibular salivary gland. Case Reports. Authors. P. D. C. Fernando; B. S. M. S. Siriwardana; M. A. F. Haneena)
It would be pleased if you could make necessary alterations to the manuscript to highlight the above facts to make it more interesting to readers.
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