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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is of significant importance to the scientific community as it explores the transformative impact of artificial intelligence (AI) in dentistry, a rapidly evolving field. By offering comprehensive insights into how AI improves diagnostic accuracy, treatment planning, and patient care, the manuscript should contribute to the growing body of knowledge on AI applications in healthcare. However, aside from the inherent interest of the topic, the manuscript has been treated rather superficially, providing only brief overviews of AI applications in dentistry without sufficient depth or references. A more thorough examination of the literature would be beneficial in engaging the reader more effectively and enhancing the academic value of the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is consistent with the content and accurately reflects the scope and focus of the information presented.
	

	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.


	While the abstract is generally sufficient, the phrase "Despite its potential, challenges like data privacy, ethical concerns, and the need for regulatory oversight remain." is not adequately supported with content in the main text.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Although the subject matter of this manuscript is undoubtedly fascinating, it is regrettable that the literature has not been subjected to a more rigorous examination. This has resulted in a rather superficial analysis, supported by an insufficient number of references. The manuscript has been presented as a brief report, offering only a general overview. In order to contribute more effectively to our existing knowledge, it would be beneficial to conduct a more comprehensive literature review and a deeper exploration of the subsections, supported by previous studies.

Furthermore, although the manuscript is not lacking in scientific correctness, it cannot be deemed technically or scientifically robust without the necessary literature review. A thorough examination of relevant studies is essential to ensure its validity and reliability.
	

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

-
	In light of the accelerated pace of development in this field, the reliance on sources primarily from 2019 to 2022 gives rise to concerns regarding the manuscript's timeliness. Furthermore, the number of references is insufficient. To guarantee the manuscript's relevance and accuracy, it is imperative to integrate more contemporary studies and broaden the scope of referenced literature. For instance, under the "Pedodontics" subsection, each sentence corresponds to specific studies that have been conducted, yet none of these are cited, resulting in the text being presented as generalized information rather than supported by research.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a commendable command of the English language, adhering to the standards of academic writing and exhibiting a high degree of technical accuracy. The sentence structures are well-constructed, the terminology is accurately employed, and the ideas are effectively conveyed. Nevertheless, minor stylistic and fluency enhancements could be implemented in select sentences. For instance, certain sentences are relatively complex, and simplifying them could facilitate comprehension by the reader.
Some sentences are very long and complex, which can hinder the flow of the text. For example: "Artificial Intelligence (AI) is a branch of computer science that focuses on creating machines or systems that can perform tasks that would typically require human intelligence to complete." This sentence could be split into two.

In some places, there are unnecessary repetitions of the same ideas or terms. For instance, the term "Artificial Intelligence (AI)" is defined multiple times. Reducing these repetitions could improve the flow of the text.

Correct use of technical terms is important, but it is also crucial that they are understandable to the reader. In the sentence "Artificial intelligence, machine learning, and deep learning are frequently conflated, though they each denote distinct concepts," the differences between these terms could be explained more clearly. For example: "Artificial intelligence (AI) encompasses various technologies, including machine learning (ML) and deep learning (DL), each with distinct capabilities. AI refers broadly to the simulation of human intelligence in machines. ML is a subset of AI focused on building systems that learn from data. DL, a more advanced subset of ML, uses neural networks to analyze large datasets."

References would be clearer if it were specified which idea or finding the references support. For example: "The integration of AI technologies holds immense promise in dental image diagnostics, caries detection, radiography, pathology, drug-drug interactions, preventive care, prognostic diagnosis, treatment planning, electronic record keeping, relation to scheduling, patient care, practice management within the dental field.3" Here, it should be made clearer which reference corresponds to which piece of information; otherwise, the reader might find it difficult to connect the source to the statement.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, while the manuscript is a review on a current topic, the literature review conducted is quite insufficient. The brief notes presented are neither informative nor engaging enough to effectively capture the reader's interest. Additionally, I believe that most of the figures are unnecessary and of poor quality.

	


	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)
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