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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 current manuscript is a significant addition to the academic body of literature as it provides clinical support indicating the urgency of early diagnosis and treatment in cases of tooth impaction caused by odontoma in children. The case series also indicates that in many instances conservative surgical enucleation of the odontoma often results in the intended effect of the spontaneous eruption of the permanent tooth, as in two of the three reported cases, and thus can save the more strenuous and lengthy orthodontic treatments. Additionally, by defining diverse treatment outcomes, such as the obstacles presented by root dilaceration and a lack of space (Case 3), the research adds vital knowledge to personalised treatment planning and the predictive factors that define patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	yes is clear, concise, and accurately mirrors the key elements of the manuscript
	

	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 of the manuscript is quite broad; however, it can be expanded by including a key clinical outcome and detailed diagnostic or imaging description, which is discussed in the main text.
It is proposed to improve the abstract by the following recommendations: 
-Important Diagnostic tool: As shown in Cases 1 and 2, the abstract must state that the diagnosis was made with the help of Cone-Beam Computed Tomography (CBCT), which was the key to planning the case
- Treatment Outcome (Need for Further Intervention): Though states spontaneous eruption in two cases, the abstract must briefly state that the third case, where there is a more complicated situation, required orthodontic/surgical support: space creation,or  surgical exposure. This likeness offers a moderate view of the comprehensive clinical image.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article seems to be scientifically sound and in line with known facts and standards in the field of dentistry and oral surgery. The consequences correspond with the acknowledged dental literature: odontomas are rightly characterized as benign, developing lesions of the anterior maxilla that regularly hamper the eruption of permanent teeth. Diagnostic that utilizes sophisticated imaging like CBCT, collected with less invasive procedure of surgical enucleation, are indication-based and are the standard protocol. Also, the breadth of clinical outcomes, spontaneous eruption in the two cases and the need to resort to further orthodontic or surgical treatment in the more complicated case associated to root dilaceration characterizes the real-life range of the treatment of the assumed clinical issue.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the references are sufficient and recent
	

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


	the article is written in the appropriate language and English and is befitting academic communications.
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