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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.


	This manuscript presents a well-documented case series evaluating the clinical outcomes of a modified micromarsupilization technique for the management of mucoceles and ranulas in
pediatric patients. Given the high recurrence and complications associated with traditional

surgical interventions, this paper adds valuable clinical insights into a simple, minimally

invasive, and child-friendly approach. The inclusion of rare site involvement, such as the

tongue, enhances the scientific relevance and fills a gap in existing literature.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, informative, and clearly reflects the manuscript's scope.


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is well-written and summarizes the introduction, case details, methodology,

and conclusions effectively. However, it could briefly mention the sample size (3 cases) and

highlight the success rate/follow-up duration for greater clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. The diagnosis, treatment approach, and
postoperative care are clearly described and appropriately referenced.
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	Yes, the references are adequate, diverse, and include both foundational and recent

publications (up to 2024).


	

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


	Yes, though minor grammatical corrections would improve readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures should be better labeled with consistent formatting.

-A flowchart (Figure 5) is mentioned but not shown.

-A table summarizing case details would enhance clarity.
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