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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 provides an important contribution to the scientific community by evaluating the accuracy of modern endodontic motors integrated with electronic apex locators. Comparing the clinical precision of these advanced devices with standalone systems offers clinicians a scientific basis for selecting appropriate instruments to enhance safety and efficiency in endodontic procedures. Moreover, the study reveals the effects of dynamic measurement modes and file sizes on accuracy, providing valuable insights for future research and clinical applications. In this regard, the work offers significant information on the integration of technological advancements into clinical practice within the field of digital endodontics.
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	Yes
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured; the study’s aim, methodology, devices used, statistical outcomes, and clinical relevance are clearly presented. \
However, a few minor revisions could make the abstract stronger:

· A brief mention of the statistical methods used (e.g., type of test or significance level) could be added to enhance the scientific credibility of the results.

· The clinical significance could be emphasized more clearly by adding one or two sentences explaining what the findings mean for dental practitioners in clinical practice.

· A short description of the sample selection (such as root type of the teeth, age range, or sterilization method) would improve the study’s reproducibility.

· If deemed appropriate, the final sentence could briefly mention how this study may guide future research in the field.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound overall. The study’s objective is clearly defined, the methodology is systematically designed, and the devices as well as the comparison criteria are appropriately selected. In addition, the inclusion of statistical analyses supports the scientific validity of the results.
However, to fully confirm the scientific accuracy of the work, it is recommended to carefully review the details of the statistical tests used, the adequacy of the sample size, and the sections discussing potential biases. Overall, the methodology and findings are consistent with the existing literature and appear scientifically valid.
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