Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Dental Sciences  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJDS_133056

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	INFLUENCE OF PLASTIC ENDODONTIC INSTRUMENTS ON THE AGITATION PROTOCOL OF IRRIGANTIC SOLUTIONS IN CHEMICAL-MECHANICAL PREPARATION: INTEGRATIVE REVIEW

	Type of the Article
	Minireview Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Manuscript is evaluating gap in literature and aims to provide guideline for evidence based practice. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	As authors have included only experimental studies, why systematic review was not conducted?
If integrative review has been done then relevant theoretical literature, practice applications, and guidelines can be included. 

Title Integrative review in title is not justified.
	

	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.


	Add discussion
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript requires better organizational content and structure.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Satisfactory
	

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


	Average
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction should clearly mention research gap and objectives of the study. 

Methodology -elaborate how many researchers participated in search, how was any disagreement wrt inclusion of article solved? 

Results and Discussion are compiled as one section. Kindly make as separate headings. Discussion should compare and contrast relevant included studies. Clinical implications can be added.
Add limitations of study.

Conclusion align as per objectives of review, improve the clarity
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	


Reviewer details:

Neeta Pasricha, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

