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	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This article explains the issue of systemic antibiotic use in the management of endodontic infections, a topic that has significant implications for both clinical practice and public health. By summarizing current evidence and established guidelines from major professional organizations such as the European Society of Endodontology (ESE) and the American Association of Endodontists (AAE), the review helps clarify appropriate guidelines for antibiotic prescription in endodontics. The article also highlights the risks associated with unnecessary antibiotic use, particularly antimicrobial resistance. Therefore, this review contributes to enhancing the knowledge of dentists to prescribe the most appropriate antibiotics for patients. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the authors should clearly state the type of review conducted in this manuscript. It is not clear whether the article is a systematic review, a narrative review, or another type of review.
	

	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.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No,

- The manuscript addresses a relevant topic; however, several issues should be addressed to improve its scientific quality. First, the authors should clearly specify the type of review conducted in this study, as it is not clear whether the manuscript represents a systematic review, a narrative review, or another form of literature review. 

- The discussion section is relatively weak, as it refers to only a limited number of cited studies and lacks a deeper critical analysis of the available literature. 

- The manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of tables or diagrams to help readers better understand and summarize the key information presented.

- What resources were used for the database?
	

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

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


	It needs minor correction
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript needs major revision in order to be considered an evidence-based article
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