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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 significant for the scientific community as it highlights the transformative potential of Artificial Intelligence in dentistry, a field that is increasingly embracing technological advancements. By showcasing various applications of AI, the manuscript provides a valuable resource for researchers and practitioners seeking to understand how these innovations can enhance patient care and clinical outcomes. I appreciate the balanced approach taken in discussing both the benefits and challenges associated with AI implementation, as it fosters a thoughtful dialogue about the ethical considerations and regulatory needs in the integration of technology in healthcare. Overall, this manuscript serves as a timely and informative contribution to the ongoing discourse on the future of oral healthcare.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Revolutionizing Oral Healthcare: The Role of Artificial Intelligence in Dentistry" is suitable as it effectively conveys the central theme of the manuscript, which focuses on the transformative impact of AI in the field of dentistry. However, for added specificity and to emphasize the various applications of AI, an alternative title could be: "Harnessing Artificial Intelligence in Dentistry: Enhancing Patient Care and Diagnostic Precision." This title highlights both the innovative aspect of AI and its practical benefits in dental practice.
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive, as it outlines the key themes of the manuscript, including the enhancement of diagnostic accuracy, treatment planning, and patient care through AI in dentistry. However, a few suggestions for improvement include:

1. **Inclusion of Specific Examples**: Adding specific examples of AI-powered tools or techniques currently being used in dentistry could enhance clarity and provide readers with a concrete understanding of the topic.

2. **Mention of Challenges**: While the abstract touches on challenges, it could benefit from briefly mentioning a couple of specific challenges, such as data privacy or the need for regulatory frameworks, to give a more rounded view of the topic.

3. **Future Directions**: Including a sentence about the potential future implications of AI in dentistry or areas for further research would provide a forward-looking perspective and highlight the ongoing relevance of AI in the field.


	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections and structure of the manuscript appear to be appropriate for conveying the content effectively. The organization into clear sections—such as the abstract, introduction, and thematic discussions on various applications of AI in dentistry—facilitates logical flow and comprehension. Each section builds upon the previous one, guiding the reader through the complexities of AI's role in oral healthcare.

However, to enhance clarity and readability, the manuscript could benefit from the following suggestions:

1. **Subheadings**: Incorporating more specific subheadings within the main sections could help delineate different topics or themes, making it easier for readers to navigate the content.

2. **Conclusion Section**: A distinct conclusion section summarizing the main points and reiterating the significance of AI in dentistry would provide a strong closing argument and reinforce the manuscript's key takeaways.

3. **Recommendations for Practice**: Including a section that outlines practical recommendations for dental practitioners on how to integrate AI technologies into their practices could add practical value to the manuscript.


	

	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.
	This manuscript demonstrates a high level of scientific correctness and technical soundness through its thorough exploration of the applications of Artificial Intelligence in dentistry. The use of current research and examples to support claims about AI's benefits in diagnostic accuracy and treatment planning lends credibility to the arguments presented. Additionally, by addressing both the advantages and challenges associated with AI integration, the manuscript reflects a balanced understanding of the complexities involved in implementing new technologies in clinical practice. The inclusion of relevant citations and references further substantiates the scientific rigor of the manuscript, making it a reliable resource for both researchers and practitioners in the field of dentistry.
	

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

-
	The references in the manuscript appear to be generally sufficient and relevant, providing a solid foundation for the discussions presented. However, to enhance the manuscript's credibility and ensure it reflects the latest advancements in the field, it would be beneficial to include more recent studies published within the last few years. 

Here are a few suggestions for additional references that could strengthen the manuscript:

1. **Recent Reviews on AI in Dentistry**: Look for comprehensive review articles published in top-tier dental or medical journals that summarize the latest developments in AI applications in dentistry.

2. **Clinical Trials**: References to recent clinical trials or studies that specifically investigate the efficacy of AI tools in dental practice would provide empirical evidence to support claims.

Incorporating these references would not only enhance the manuscript's robustness but also ensure it is aligned with the most current research and discussions in the field.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language and overall quality of English in the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates a clear and articulate writing style, with appropriate terminology used throughout to convey complex concepts effectively. However, there are a few areas where minor revisions could enhance clarity and professionalism:

1. **Grammar and Syntax**: A careful proofreading for grammatical errors and sentence structure could improve readability. Some sentences may benefit from simplification or rephrasing to avoid ambiguity.

2. **Consistency in Terminology**: Ensuring consistent use of terminology throughout the manuscript will help maintain clarity. For instance, if specific terms are introduced, they should be used uniformly to avoid confusion.

3. **Technical Jargon**: While the manuscript is intended for a scholarly audience, it is important to balance technical jargon with accessible language. Providing brief explanations or definitions for more complex terms could enhance understanding for readers from diverse backgrounds.

4. **Punctuation and Formatting**: Attention to punctuation, especially in lists or complex sentences, will contribute to a more polished presentation. Additionally, consistent formatting of headings and subheadings will improve the overall structure.


	

	Optional/General comments


	N/A
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	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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