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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.


	case series presents uncommon clinical presentations of dentigerous cysts across different age groups and anatomical locations, highlighting their clinicopathologic variability. The manuscript reinforces the importance of correlating clinical, radiographic, and histopathologic findings for accurate diagnosis and management. Reporting bilateral non-syndromic mandibular cysts in a paediatric patient and an extensive mandibular lesion in an elderly patient adds educational value. The study is relevant for oral surgeons, oral pathologists, and clinicians involved in diagnosis and treatment planning of odontogenic cysts
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate 
	

	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 is concise and informative
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Should be a more structured comparison between the presented cases and previously reported similar cases
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 Inclusion of a recent 2024 2025 study strengthens the discussion.
	

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


	Language editing is recommended to improve clarity, flow, and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1-Radiographic and clinical images are relevant but would benefit from uniform resolution and clearer labeling.

2-Figure legends should be more descriptive and self-explanatory.

3-A brief summary table comparing age, site, size, radiographic features, and management of the three cases would enhance clarity.

4- The follow-up period is limited to six months; acknowledging this as a limitation would strengthen the manuscript.

The manuscript is clinically relevant and scientifically sound. Minor revisions related to language polishing, strengthening the discussion, image presentation, and ethical clarification are recommended before acceptance.
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