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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 case report highlights the practical application of Biodentine as a bioactive material for single-visit apexification procedures. It provides valuable clinical evidence on its rapid setting time, superior sealing properties, and capacity to promote periapical healing. The article contributes to the growing body of literature supporting Biodentine as a reliable alternative to MTA, reinforcing its clinical relevance for general practitioners and specialists. Such case documentation helps translate material science advances into real clinical outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is concise, descriptive, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly identifies the clinical procedure and the material used.
	

	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 well-balanced, providing essential information on background, case details, and outcome. It effectively summarizes the study’s purpose and clinical significance. No additions or deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The clinical steps are described in detail, and the discussion is well-supported by relevant and recent literature. The comparison between Biodentine and other apexification materials is accurate and informative. The radiographic and clinical outcomes are convincingly presented, and the conclusions are consistent with the findings.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are appropriate, up-to-date, and relevant to the topic. The inclusion of studies from 2022 to 2024 demonstrates good awareness of current research. No additional references are required.


	

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


	Yes, the English is clear, grammatically correct, and suitable for publication. Minor stylistic polishing could be done during final editing, but it does not affect readability or comprehension.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The case report presents a clinically relevant topic and provides useful insights into the use of Biodentine for apexification in immature necrotic teeth. The manuscript is generally well organized, and the clinical procedure is clearly described with adequate documentation. However it is strongly recommended that the authors thoroughly revise the manuscript, paraphrase overlapping sections, and ensure proper citation of all referenced materials. 
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