Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Case Reports in Surgery

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJCRS_149019

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A case of giant ameloblastoma with extensive destruction of facial skeleton

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Ameloblastoma is an odontogenic lesion which can be very destructive for the oral and maxilla-facial structures. So this manuscript covers an important topic of relevance to the dental fraternity. Also, discusses a case report of a young patient is very important as it can affect any age group and should be an important component of the differential diagnosis for lesions in this region of the body.  
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	Does not mention important details such as the patients age and post-operative recovery. No mention why it is unusual case as Ameloblastoma is not a rare lesion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is fundamentally scientifically correct, but requires fixing contradictory epidemiology regarding the age part, improving consistency in clinical descriptions, adding and correcting some references and strengthening some pathology and treatment explanations.
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	WHO 1991 and older French-language literature are acceptable but need correct formatting.
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