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	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 is important for the scientific community due to its comprehensive review of cellular senescence and its significant implications for orthodontics. It highlights the dual nature of cellular senescence, presenting both its beneficial roles (e.g., tumor suppression, wound healing) and its detrimental effects (e.g., aging, age-related diseases, impaired tissue regeneration). Furthermore, the paper critically examines how cellular senescence impacts orthodontic treatment outcomes, particularly in older patients, by affecting tissue remodeling, bone turnover, and the risk of complications like root resorption. This synthesis of information underscores the need for personalized treatment strategies and opens new avenues for research into senotherapies to improve orthodontic success and stability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable
	

	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.


	The abstract is largely comprehensive, effectively summarizing the key aspects of cellular senescence and its relevance to orthodontics. It touches upon the dual nature of senescence, its protective role against cancer, its implication in aging and age-related disorders, and its impact on orthodontic treatment outcomes. It also highlights the need for personalized strategies and further research
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The information presented in the manuscript is consistent with current scientific understanding in the fields of cellular biology, aging, and orthodontics. The mechanisms described are biologically plausible and supported by the cited literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficiency: The references appear to be sufficient for a review article of this nature. There is a good number of citations throughout the text, supporting the various claims and discussions on cellular senescence and its correlation to orthodontics. The breadth of topics covered, from the basic biology of senescence to its specific implications in dentistry, is well-supported by the provided reference list.

Recency: The recency of the references is generally good, with a significant number of citations from the last decade (2010s and early 2020s). This indicates that the authors have incorporated recent advancements and understanding in the field. However, there are also older, foundational papers cited (e.g., Abiko et al., 1998a; Reitan, 1967a), which is appropriate for establishing historical context and fundamental concepts.


	

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


	Clarity and Precision: The writing is clear, concise, and precise, which is essential for conveying complex scientific information. Technical terms are used accurately and consistently.

Grammar and Syntax: There are no significant grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, or syntactical issues that impede understanding.

Vocabulary: The vocabulary is appropriate for a scientific review, utilizing specialized terms correctly without being overly verbose or unnecessarily complex.

Flow and Cohesion: The paragraphs and sections transition smoothly, maintaining a logical flow of ideas. The arguments are well-structured and easy to follow.

Formal Tone: The tone is consistently formal and objective, as expected in scholarly writing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Muhammad Harun Achmad, Hasanuddin University, Indonesia

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

