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	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.
	Odontogenic sinusitis associated with ectopic third molar with a dentigerous cyst was accompanied by a fibrous dysplasia is a rare combination and often remains unnoticed for that thorough examination and investigations are needed
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	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
Odontogenic Sinusitis Secondary to an Inflamed Dentigerous Cyst with Incidental Fibrous Dysplasia: A Dignostic Dilemma
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
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