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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 addresses an important and clinically relevant issue in paediatric dentistry, as dental anxiety remains a major barrier to successful treatment in children. Exploring non-pharmacological behaviour management techniques such as music distraction is valuable, particularly in promoting minimally invasive and child-friendly dental care. The study contributes to the growing body of literature evaluating simple, cost-effective, and non-invasive interventions for anxiety reduction. Although the findings are not statistically significant, the research adds comparative evidence and may guide future well-designed randomized controlled trials in this domain.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but requires grammatical correction and greater methodological specificity.

Issues:

· “6–12 years old children” is grammatically incorrect.

· The study design (comparative/randomized) is not clearly specified.


	

	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 covers the major sections; however, several improvements are required:

Suggested Additions:

· Clear mention of study design (e.g., randomized controlled trial).

· Method of randomization.

· Exact statistical tests used.

· Exact p-values instead of stating p > 0.05.

· Mention of ethical approval.

· Brief description of CBM techniques used.

· Description of type and duration of music intervention.

Suggested Deletions/Modifications:

· Replace the heading “Summary” with “Results.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study addresses a relevant research question; however, there are several scientific and methodological concerns:

· Sample size justification is not provided.

· Randomization and allocation concealment methods are unclear.

· Blinding procedures are not mentioned.

· Type of dental procedure is not standardized or specified.

· Music intervention lacks standardization (type, volume, duration).

· Only pulse rate is used as a physiological stress indicator.

· Statistical reporting is incomplete (no confidence intervals or effect sizes).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Since the reference list is not provided here, it is difficult to fully assess adequacy. However, the manuscript should include:

· Recent systematic reviews (last 5–7 years).

· Meta-analyses on music therapy in paediatric settings.

· Foundational anxiety scale validation studies.

· Studies comparing music distraction with conventional behaviour management.

Suggested key areas to include:

· Systematic reviews on music therapy in paediatric dentistry

· Validation studies of MCDAS and VPT

· Recent RCTs on non-pharmacological anxiety reduction techniques


	

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


	he language requires moderate revision.

Issues include:

· Grammatical errors (e.g., “6–12 years old children”).

· Inconsistent group labeling.

· Incorrect terminology (e.g., “undergoing surgery”).

· Overly long and unclear sentences in the Results section.

· Inconsistent scientific tone.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Clarification of methodology, improvement in statistical reporting, standardization of intervention protocols, and correction of interpretative overstatements are necessary. Strengthening the discussion section by addressing limitations and clinical implications would significantly enhance the manuscript’s quality.
This manuscript addresses an important and clinically relevant issue in paediatric dentistry, as dental anxiety remains a major barrier to successful treatment in children. Exploring non-pharmacological behaviour management techniques such as music distraction is valuable, particularly in promoting minimally invasive and child-friendly dental care. The study contributes to the growing body of literature evaluating simple, cost-effective, and non-invasive interventions for anxiety reduction. Although the findings are not statistically significant, the research adds comparative evidence and may guide future well-designed randomized controlled trials in this domain.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Simran Kriplani, Datta Meghe Institute of Higher Education and Research, India

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

