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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 presents a clinical case of microvascular reconstruction of oroantral communication following mucormycosis using a radial forearm free flap. The topic is clinically relevant, especially in the post-COVID era where mucormycosis-related maxillary defects have become increasingly common. The study highlights the usefulness of radial forearm free flap reconstruction in restoring oral function, speech, and swallowing in patients with complex maxillary defects. The report may provide useful insights for oral and maxillofacial surgeons involved in reconstructive procedures.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript. It adequately describes the clinical problem and the reconstructive technique used. However, it may be slightly simplified for clarity.
	

	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 provides a general overview of the case and the surgical approach used. However, it may be improved by including more specific information such as the size of the defect, surgical details, postoperative outcome, and duration of follow-up. Adding brief information about the clinical outcome and functional improvement will make the abstract more informative and complete.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound and presents a clinically relevant reconstructive technique. The clinical presentation, surgical management, and outcome are generally well described. However, additional details regarding the surgical procedure, flap dimensions, vascular anastomosis, and postoperative follow-up would strengthen the scientific quality of the manuscript. Including a clearer description of the surgical steps and patient outcome assessment would improve reproducibility and clinical value.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant to the topic; however, the manuscript would benefit from including more recent studies, particularly those related to mucormycosis-associated maxillary defects and reconstructive approaches reported after the COVID-19 pandemic. Additional references comparing different reconstructive options such as buccal fat pad flap, temporalis muscle flap, anterolateral thigh flap, and fibula free flap could strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but minor grammatical and language corrections are required to improve clarity and readability. Some sentences need restructuring and punctuation corrections. A careful English language editing would improve the overall quality of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important reconstructive challenge in oral and maxillofacial surgery. However, several improvements can enhance the quality of the article:

· Provide additional details regarding the surgical technique and flap harvesting procedure.

· Include more detailed figure legends and improve image quality if possible.

· Clearly mention follow-up duration and postoperative outcomes.

· Ensure consistent formatting of references and headings throughout the manuscript.

With minor revisions, the manuscript can provide useful clinical insights for surgeons managing oroantral defects following mucormycosis.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical concerns are identified. However, the manuscript should clearly state that informed patient consent for publication and clinical images was obtained, if applicable.
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