We have tried to carefully make the corrections that the commenters asked us to do. The publication of our study in your journal will not only honor us, but will also support us in our future scientific studies.

Response reviewer
The reviewer has pointed out to work on the literature review part by considering to add Turkish articles which would greatly improve the discussion part of this manuscript.
Comments from the reviewers
Reviewer 1
Basic reporting
I encourage you to revise your literature review. Because, contrary to what you claim, you do not have the largest sample size among studies like your study. This is not necessary since you are already doing a power analysis. However, I think it will strengthen your discussion writing. I recommend that you reconsider the studies involving the sphenoid sinus conducted in Turkey using CBCT in the Turkish literature (TR indexed journals). In the study conducted in Turkey, which is included in Table 4, sellar type is not divided into two, thus preventing you from making comparisons.
Response to editor;
Necessary arrangements that you predicted would add value to our study were made.
Answer1 
The literature review was revisited.
The article data published in TR index, which was performed with the CBCT you mentioned and whose sphenoid sinus pneumatization classification is the same as this study, was included in the discussion. The same study is added to table 4.
In a study conducted with 804 CBCTs, Keşkek and Aytuğur, (2021) reported 66.8% complete sellar, 26.4% incomplete sellar, 5.8% presellar, 1% conchal type sphenoid sinus pneumatization. In our study, presellar and complete sellar type pneumatization were found at different rates than this study. These proportional differences may be due to environmental differences and ethnic differences in the regions where the study was conducted. Because our study was conducted in the Southeastern Anatolia region and different races coexist in this region. (255-261)
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