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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	The manuscript is important for the scientific community because it highlights the use of endodontic therapy for treatment of a tooth with calcified pulp canal. Such canals pose a particular difficulty in terms of accessibility so conventional pre-procedural assessment and traditional Root canal treatment is sometimes not enough for managing them. The use of CBCT for canal localization and ultrasonic instrumentation for canal negotiation are helpful in such cases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable
	

	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.

	I suggest mentioning the time of prosthetic rehabilitation in the abstract. The abstract states that the patient stood rehabilitated at two years follow-up, but does not mention the time of rehabilitation which was 8 months after endodontic therapy (as stated in the main manuscript tect).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, bur a few modifications will make it more comprehensive. The suggested modifications are as follows:
1. The first paragraph of introduction is not very clear. Instead of constructing this paragraph as a single sentence, I suggest dividing it into smaller sentences, stating the causative factors of endodontic failure and objectives of successful endodontic therapy separately.
2. The 4th paragraph of Introduction states that, “When there are no signs of periodontal involvement, endodontic treatment is not indicated”. Kindly elaborate if this statement can be generalized to all situations. Does this also apply to teeth with irreversible pulpitis without periodontal involvement?
3. The first paragraph of case report section mentions that “wear of the pulp chamber floor were also observed in an attempt to locate the canal orifice”. The statement should be generalized without pinpointing the cause of wear, for example it may be rephrased as, “wear of the pulp chamber floor was also observed, which was likely caused during the initial attempt for locating canal orifices”. Radiographic evidence of pulp chamber wear may have other causes as well, such as internal resorption, caries and trauma.
4. The case report mentions use of “special #10 file”, kindly elaborate if and how it differed from normal #10 files. 
5. The case report also mentions that Dipyrone 1g every 8 hours was prescribed to the patient, to be taken “in case of pain”. Was this medication prescribed to be taken as and when required (s.o.s.)?
6. In the discussion section, add a note on the irrigation protocol used. Elaborate the specific roles of EDTA and sodium hypochlorite.
7. Also discuss the rationale for post and core based prosthodontic rehabilitation in the discussion section.
8. Mention limitations of this report in the discussion section.
9. At the end of the discussion section, suggest further possible investigation/research in this area for the future. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest citing a few more, similar case reports in the discussion section.
The referencing style appears to be in accordance with the American Psychological Association (APA) format, but references 14, 22 and 23 are not placed in the alphabetical order, kindly rectify the same.
	

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

	The language of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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