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	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.


	The manuscript deals with the concept of cellular senescence and describes its characteristics and physiology. The text also deals with how it may be applicable in the field of orthodontics and how treatment can be altered based on the presence of cellular senescence. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Correct. 
	

	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.


	It is adequate 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is correct but the article has a potential to be improved by providing more details since it’s a review. 
	

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

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


	The text has several spelling and grammar mistakes. Eg. Modelling, 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The text has several points are redundant, are repeated over and over again in the text. 

 I would advise the authors to rewrite the manuscript to reduce the redundancies and make the text more conscience. 

In the current form, the sections in the text lacks cohesiveness. Perhaps the authors of the various sections should work on the text again to improve the flow. 
I have also suggested some points in the text where details should be added to make the manuscript more relevant. 
In the current form, the article text lacks cohesiveness and flow. Several points are repetitively mentioned and are redundant. The authors should improve the overall quality of the manuscript by improving the flow and should be devoid of spelling and grammatical mistakes. Although the information is adequate, the quality of the manuscript can be improved by adding relevant information such as age where cellular senescence is observed and its relevancy to the orthodontic treatment, age groups according to which treatment can be recommended and examples of senolytic drugs and their implications. 
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