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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 findings are relevant not only to dentistry but also to occupational health, physiotherapy, and ergonomics. It encourages collaboration between dental researchers, physiotherapists, and biomedical engineers to design better tools and preventive strategies. This cross-disciplinary impact broadens the scope of musculoskeletal health research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Add an Intro note like …..Work-related musculoskeletal disorders (WMSDs) are highly prevalent among dental professionals, particularly endodontists, due to prolonged static postures, sustained neck flexion, and high visual demands during precision-based procedures.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, methodologically rigorous, and clinically impactful. It provides strong evidence that magnification devices reduce musculoskeletal strain in endodontic practice. With minor refinements—particularly in reporting quantitative outcomes, acknowledging heterogeneity, and optimizing keywords—the paper is well-positioned for publication and will serve as a valuable resource for clinicians, educators, and policymakers.
	

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

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


	The manuscript’s English is scholarly, precise, and publication-ready. With minor refinements:
 Use either “musculoskeletal strain” or “musculoskeletal disorders” consistently, unless you are intentionally distinguishing between them. 
Adding linking words (e.g., “Furthermore,” “Specifically,” “In contrast”) in the Results section would improve readability and emphasize comparisons.
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	 Good article. Adds to the fund of knowledge in the work related musculoskeletal disorder (WRMSD’S) interventions.
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