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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 discusses a rare but important complication of dental anesthesia. The case is clinically relevant because fractured needles in the mandibular region can lead to serious nerve damage if not properly managed. The use of fluoroscopic guidance adds practical value and provides useful information for clinicians who may face similar situations.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and reflects the content well. However, it could be slightly improved by mentioning fluoroscopic guidance, as this is the main highlight of the case.

	

	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 clear and generally comprehensive. It may benefit from briefly mentioning the patient’s paresthesia and emphasizing the advantage of real-time imaging during surgery.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically accurate. The case is well described, and the discussion is consistent with the existing literature.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and mostly recent. They adequately support the discussion. Adding one recent review article on image-guided retrieval techniques could further strengthen the paper.

	

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


	The English is clear and understandable. Minor grammatical corrections would improve readability, but overall the language is suitable for publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-presented and clinically relevant case report. The description of the surgical technique and the use of fluoroscopic guidance provide practical value for clinicians. The manuscript would benefit from minor language polishing and slight condensation of the discussion to improve flow and readability. Overall, it represents a useful contribution to the literature and could be suitable for publication after minor revisions.

The manuscript is clinically relevant, scientifically sound, and well structured. Minor improvements in language polishing and slight refinement of the discussion section would further strengthen the paper before publication.
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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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