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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 addresses a clinically relevant topic in endodontics, focusing on the influence of different instrumentation techniques on the apical sealing ability of root canal obturations. The study provides data comparing crown-down and step-back methods, highlighting the advantages of greater taper NiTi rotary systems and coronal pre-flaring in achieving superior apical seals. The findings have potential implications for improving clinical protocols, enhancing obturation quality, and ultimately contributing to the long-term success of endodontic therapy. Overall, the research adds valuable evidence to the ongoing discussion on optimizing canal preparation techniques in both teaching and clinical practice
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	The title is clear and understandable but it can be made slightly more specific and polished.
“Comparative Evaluation of Apical Sealing Ability Following Canal Preparation with Different Instrumentation Techniques.”
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	The abstract is clear, concise, and effectively summarizes the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. No major revisions are required.
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	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with a well-defined methodology and appropriate interpretation of findings. The conclusions are consistent with the results and supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant; however, inclusion of a few more recent studies could further strengthen the discussion.
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	The English language is clear and precise, suitable for scholarly communication. Minor editorial revisions, if any, would further improve readability but are not essential
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