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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 the first bibliometric analysis of the 100 most-cited articles on intracanal medication in endodontics. It offers valuable insights into the most influential studies, trending research topics, and global contributions in this specific area. This work can guide researchers toward impactful areas of study and inform clinical practice by identifying commonly cited medications and methodologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract effectively summarizes the study's aim, methodology, main findings, and conclusion. However, it may benefit from briefly mentioning the most frequently studied medications and key findings about countries/institutions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is methodologically sound. It presents a well-executed bibliometric analysis using appropriate tools (VOSviewer, SPSS) and statistical methods. The presentation of data is systematic and detailed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are comprehensive and include recent studies relevant to the topic.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Mostly yes. The article is readable, but some minor grammatical and typographical errors should be corrected (e.g., inconsistent spacing, misplaced punctuation, and awkward phrasing in a few places).
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider breaking long paragraphs in the introduction and discussion for better readability.

· Ensure consistent formatting of journal names and article titles in the reference list.

· The inclusion of keywords from VOSviewer was excellent and visually informative.
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