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	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.


	This manuscript presents valuable findings on the use of photobiomodulation (PBM) as an alternative pain management strategy following the placement of elastomeric separators in orthodontic treatment. As pain management is a significant concern for orthodontic patients, particularly during procedures like separator placement, the study offers a promising non-pharmacological solution that could improve patient comfort and reduce reliance on analgesics. The results could influence clinical practices in orthodontics and encourage further research into optimizing PBM protocols for pain relief in various dental procedures. The manuscript also adds to the growing body of literature on low-level laser therapy, particularly in orthodontic contexts, thereby offering new insights into its practical applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate for the content of the manuscript, as it accurately reflects the focus of the study on the effect of photobiomodulation in controlling pain after the placement of elastomeric separators. However, it could be slightly refined to be more concise and highlight the primary intervention and outcome.

Suggested Title: "Photobiomodulation for Pain Control After Placement of Elastomeric Spacers in Orthodontics: A Case Report"

	

	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.


	  Include a brief mention of the sample size and the primary outcome measures to clarify the scope and focus.

  Condense the methodology to highlight only key details such as the dosage and treatment duration.

 The conclusion could be rephrased to more strongly emphasize the potential clinical implications of PBM in orthodontic pain management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with well-described methodology and appropriate use of the Visual Analog Scale (VAS) for pain assessment. The study design is coherent, and the statistical analysis seems to be in line with the study's aims. However, some further details regarding the rationale behind the specific dosimetry (4J vs. 2J) could help readers better understand the choice of treatment parameters. Additionally, while the findings are promising, the study's small sample size limits the generalizability of the results, and the authors should clearly state this limitation in the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are relevant and provide a good foundation for the topic discussed. They are relatively recent, with a focus on studies that explore the use of PBM in pain management. However, the authors could consider including additional references on recent advancements in PBM dosimetry and its effects in clinical settings to further bolster the manuscript. Some studies focusing on PBM applications in other dental procedures or pain management in general may also be beneficial.


	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas that could be improved for better clarity and readability. Some sentences are lengthy and complex, which might make it difficult for readers to follow the main points. Simplifying these sentences and avoiding redundancy could enhance the flow of the manuscript. Additionally, there are a few grammatical errors, such as inconsistent verb tenses and occasional awkward phrasing, which should be addressed to meet scholarly standards.

Overall, the manuscript is understandable, but a careful review and editing of the language would significantly improve its quality for scholarly communications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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