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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.


	The manuscript provides an interesting case report on the management of an extraoral cutaneous sinus tract caused by an odontogenic infection. Non-surgical endodontic treatment, particularly with the use of calcium hydroxide, is presented as an effective method for resolving the issue. This highlights the potential for conservative approaches in treating dental infections with extraoral manifestations, avoiding unnecessary surgical interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested title:
Non-Surgical Endodontic Management of an Extraoral Sinus Tract in a Mandibular Canine with Instrument Separation: A Case Report
	

	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.


	I think addressing the novelties in treatment would be beneficial.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· More in-depth explanation is needed on how the instruments were retrieved or bypassed.
· The manuscript briefly discusses differential diagnoses for cutaneous sinus tracts but does not delve into how these were ruled out, particularly focusing on the odontogenic origin. 

· Lack of information about vitality and periapical tests.
· Lack of uniformity in words “cutaneous sinus tract” “extraoral sinus tract” “sinus”, you should choose one and use it throughout the whole text.

· Treatment section is not informative, what type of LA did you use? What are the systemic management of your case? In case she has hypertension and diabetes. Medication she used are not mentioned.
· Did you use hypo and Chx simultaneously? They interfere!
· “pus, suppuration” are not precise keywords

· Discussion section can be comparative specifically when there are same articles. This helps clinicians to be aware of different challenges each case had and to choose best treatment option.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is only one 2024 reference and rest of them are not recent.
	

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


	It’s better to be checked with a native English editor. Some sentences are better to be changed for more clarity.
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	Major edit needed
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