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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.


	The article represents an important contribution to the academic community, as it addresses a highly prevalent issue in dental practice in general and in endodontics in particular—namely, musculoskeletal disorders affecting dental professionals. By reviewing and synthesizing data from the existing literature, the paper successfully highlights both the underlying causes of these conditions and the role of magnification loupes in their development or prevention. Moreover, the discussion of ergonomic attitudes and preventive strategies that can be adopted to avoid or minimize such disorders is especially valuable, given their significant impact on the health, well-being, and professional longevity of dentists. This article raises important awareness and provides a solid foundation for improving clinical practice and occupational health in dentistry.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would like to suggest the title “Impact of Magnification Loupes on Musculoskeletal Strain in Endodontists: A Systematic Review”, as I believe it is clearer, more concise, and more directly reflects the main focus and outcomes of the study. The proposed title highlights the clinical relevance of magnification use and its ergonomic implications, while remaining straightforward and easy to understand for the reader.


	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. However, I would like to propose a few suggestions that could further improve its clarity and practical value.

First, where possible, it would be beneficial to specify the names and types of the standardized questionnaires used across the included studies. Providing this information would enhance methodological transparency and allow for better comparison and reproducibility.

Second, I suggest expanding the Clinical Implications section to more thoroughly detail the practical information derived from this review that can be immediately applied in daily dental practice. This could include concrete recommendations related to ergonomic principles, professional posture, behavioral rules, selection of magnification loupes, and their correct use, all aimed at minimizing the risk of developing musculoskeletal disorders.

I believe that these additions would significantly increase the clinical relevance and applicability of the review for practicing dentists.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All references should be revised to ensure a consistent format and full compliance with the reference style required by the journal. In addition, I recommend reviewing and updating the reference list to include relevant articles related to the Nordic Musculoskeletal Questionnaire (NMQ), where applicable.
	

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


	The English language quality is generally acceptable; however, clarity could be improved by using shorter, more concise sentences throughout the manuscript to enhance readability and scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No.
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