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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important clinical question regarding the safety and management of invasive dental procedures in anticoagulated patients. Considering the aging population and the widespread use of anticoagulants, this topic has high clinical relevance. The integrative review methodology allows for a comprehensive synthesis of current evidence, which can help guide clinical decision-making and inform future research directions. The work contributes to bridging the gap between dental practice and systemic patient care in medically compromised individuals.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and reflects the scope of the manuscript.

Suggested alternative (optional): “Management of Invasive Dental Procedures in Patients on Anticoagulant Therapy: An Integrative Review.”
	

	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 generally well-written and covers background, methodology, and main findings. However, it could be improved by:

1. Specifying the number of studies included in the review.

2. Clearly stating the primary outcomes or themes identified.

3. Including a brief statement on the clinical implications of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. The review design, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and synthesis approach are appropriate for the stated objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are recent and relevant. However, it would be beneficial to include additional literature published in the last 2–3 years, particularly systematic reviews or consensus statements from dental and medical associations regarding anticoagulation and oral surgery.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally suitable, although minor grammatical and stylistic revisions could enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider including a summary table with the key recommendations from the reviewed studies.

Adding a section on limitations and potential biases in the included studies could strengthen the discussion.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)


	


Reviewer details:

Marco Felipe Salas Orozco, Universidad Autónoma de San Luis Potosí, México

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



