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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, addressing an important clinical question in implant dentistry, consolidates scattered evidence and illustrates a positive correlation between cortical thickness and ISQ values. From a practical perspective, this manuscript highlights the benefits of preoperative CBCT imaging in anticipating the outcomes and site selection. Clinically, the insights of this manuscript can help clinicians improve treatment planning, risk assessment, and overall predictability of implant placement. Overall, this  manuscript does have a comprehensive answer to one of the most important questions in implant dentistry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate, clear and yet comprehensive.
A slightly shorter title would be a better option: “ Cortical Bone Thickness and Implant Stability  Quotient: A Systematic 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 comprehensive and well-structured. It effectively highlights the clinical importance and scientific relevance of the topic a slightly more concluding statement would further sharpen and clarify the key message of this manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and clinically relevant. However, the conclusions should be interpreted with caution due to the heterogeneity of study designs which makes the comparison challenging and increases the risk of bias assessment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript has cited adequate number of references which are recent and relevant to the topic.
	

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


	Overall, the manuscript  is clearly written in English and communicates the content effectively.
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