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	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 gives a valuable insight into Imaging techniques used in the diagnosis and treatment planning of impacted maxillary canines. It gives a critical view on the strengths and limitations of each imaging technique and the best one that can be used in clinical practice. It focused on delivering the best imaging technique, which is accurate, lowers radiation exposure, and gives an optimized treatment outcome for the patient.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable but still an alternative one that can be considered –“Imaging Modalities for Locating Impacted Maxillary Canines: A Critical 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 comprehensive. The suggestions would be writing information or key findings of the five included articles. Also, the conclusion can be made with focused clarity that CBCT should be considered in cases of root resorption assessment.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are sufficient, but adding recent studies that are 2021 and above to ensure the review reflects recent literature.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Prospero Registration is expected, and keeping the inclusion criteria as RCTs would have been a better call in such a systematic review.
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