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	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 narrative review of the literature carried out by the authors on the different surgical techniques for treating odontogenic cysts represents a valuable contribution to the scientific community, owing to the robustness of the evidence provided. Through the description of reported outcomes, the review outlines the specific benefits of each technique, along with their respective indications and contraindications, especially with regard to oral health recovery and its impact on quality of life.
The findings are of significant importance to clinical practice in dentistry, as they offer insights into the range of surgical procedures available for the removal of odontogenic cysts, which must be chosen based on the type and extent of the lesion—making accurate diagnosis essential. This knowledge, grounded in scientific evidence, and the way the review details the clinical and radiographic characteristics of the various cyst types, provides readers with valuable information to support responsible and informed decision-making. It also helps practitioners consider patient-centered benefits, including tissue preservation, functional recovery, the costs of the regeneration process, and ultimately, overall well-being. For all these reasons, the publication of this manuscript is highly warranted.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of de article is suitable.
	

	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 well-structured and clear; however, the following suggestions for improvement are proposed:
a) Include a brief explanation of what odontogenic cysts are as a means of contextualization, and explain why they represent a challenge in the clinical practice of dental surgeons. This background is important regardless of whether it is already stated in the objective, as it helps to situate the reader.

b) Clarify the relevance of the 32 selected studies, particularly given that the results reveal heterogeneity in both the types of lesions and the surgical techniques analyzed. It would also be useful to specify the exclusion criteria applied during the literature search period, including the rationale behind the selection of the included publications.
c) In the conclusion, it is recommended to mention the limitations of the study, especially due to the heterogeneity in inclusion criteria—such as the surgical methods for cyst removal, clinical cases, and therapeutic approaches, among others. Additionally, explain why no restrictions were applied regarding the year of publication, in order to emphasize the need for more in-depth and specific future studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the applied methodology -including the scientific database consulted, the combination of keywords used to ensure the broadest possible search for relevant studies, the calibration process to validate the information contained in each study, the data collection and extraction procedures, as well as duplicate control and the involvement of a third reviewer to minimize bias- it can be stated that the manuscript meet the eligibility criteria established for a narrative review supported by the 32 selected articles. Therefore, it is considered scientifically sound in accordance with the objective of the manuscript.

However, to provide stronger methodological support, it is recommended to include in the conclusions the limitations of the manuscript, such as the need to conduct more narrowly focused comparative studies on odontogenic cysts in specific populations. It is also advisable to consider additional variables that may influence favorable outcomes or patient recovery, such as individuals with diabetes or those who are systemically compromised.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliographic references are sufficient (76 in total) and mostly recent, with 25% of them published in the last five years. However, it is recommended to carry out a detailed review of the references in two aspects:

a) Eliminate those that are cited in the body of the manuscript but do not appear in the reference list, as well as those that are in the list but are not mentioned in the text;

b) Verify and correct the data of all cited references, due to incomplete registration of data, such as the inclusion of the DOI, with the purpose of ensuring the consistency and precision of the information.
	doi

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

	Yes, the English quality of the article is appropriate for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is suggested that the conclusions be enriched, considering the limitations noted and correcting the references.
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