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	Language and Grammar:
A number of grammatical mistakes and clunky phrasing throughout. For instance:
"This materials aims…" should instead be "These materials aim…"
"Study design: bibliometric analysis." might be better written as "Study Design: This was a bibliometric analysis." Verb-noun conflicts and misplaced modifiers are found in more than one place.
Formatting Consistency:
Inconsistent punctuation, spacing, and capitalization (e.g., inconsistent use of "WoS-CC", inconsistent section capitalization).
Figures and tables are inserted within text with no obvious separation or formatting marks (e.g., "Fig. 3" is in the middle of a paragraph with no formatting).
References:
Most references are missing or misformatted.
Make sure all citations use a standard style (e.g., Vancouver or APA) according to the requirements of the journal.
Discussion Section:
The discussion is long, which is a positive, but would be improved with more obvious subheadings to help the reader. There is some repetition (e.g., repeated references to Brazil's input).
Conclusion:
Could be briefer. A distillation of the main points and an appeal for future studies (e.g., additional clinical trials or systematic reviews) would solidify the conclusion.
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	Aims:
To examine the 100 most cited papers on intracanal medication in endodontics and determine the major research trends, authors, institutions, and study types.
Study Design:
Bibliometric analysis.
Methodology:
Systematic literature search was performed in the Web of Science Core Collection to determine the 100 most cited papers on intracanal medication. Citations, publication year, journal, authorship, country, institution, study design, type of medication, and keywords were extracted. VOSviewer software was employed to create bibliometric maps. Analysis was performed using descriptive statistics, Spearman correlation, and Poisson regression (p < 0.05).
Results:
In vitro were the most common (n = 53). The most common keywords were "endodontics" and "calcium hydroxide" (n = 42). J.F. Siqueira Jr. was the author of most articles (n = 5). Brazil accounted for almost half of the articles (n = 47), and São Paulo State University (UNESP) was the most productive institution (n = 11). Older articles were cited 5.83% more, and literature reviews were cited 47% less. High correlations were found between various citation counts in Web of Science, Scopus, and Google Scholar.
Conclusion:
This is the first bibliometric evaluation of the most-highly-cited articles on intracanal medication that identifies key studies, authors, and institutions, providing significant insight into research trends and gaps in endodo
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	Language and Grammar:
A number of grammatical mistakes and clunky phrasing throughout. For instance:
"This materials aims…" should instead be "These materials aim…"
"Study design: bibliometric analysis." might be better written as "Study Design: This was a bibliometric analysis." Verb-noun conflicts and misplaced modifiers are found in more than one place.
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