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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.


	This case report is valuable as it highlights a conservative, non-surgical approach to managing extraoral cutaneous sinus tracts of odontogenic origin. It underscores the importance of accurate diagnosis and the effectiveness of standard endodontic procedures even in the presence of complications like instrument separation. It serves as a practical guide for clinicians encountering similar challenging cases and reinforces inter-professional collaboration between dentists and medical practitioners.
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	Yes, it is specific and accurately reflects the contents of the 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.


	The abstract is clear and concise. It highlights the case, the treatment performed, and the outcome. Consider briefly mentioning the significance of instrument separation to add further relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the case is scientifically robust. The diagnosis, endodontic technique, clinical decisions, and rationale are well-supported by the literature. The discussion clearly explains pathophysiology, diagnosis strategies, and treatment principles.
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	Yes, the references are adequate and include recent publications (up to 2024). No additional references are needed.
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	Yes, the language is appropriate and mostly error-free. Minor grammatical polishing could enhance readability but is not mandatory.
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	The manuscript is well-written and informative.
- Images should be labelled consistently and clearly within the article (e.g., Fig 2, Fig 3 appear multiple times in confusing order).
- Consider compressing image descriptions to avoid redundancy.
- Ensure that patient confidentiality is maintained if clinical images are published.
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