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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	· Excellent review article that addresses important learning aspects. 
· Improves understanding and planning of surgeries that can be implemented in other specialties. 
· Helps with understanding and surgical planning.

As the authors comment and encourage its use, I believe it is important to begin raising awareness among institutes to be part of the technological advances that exist today to improve the quality of health care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	It is suitable for integration
Good suggestion, nothing to add
	

	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.

	It is adequate, however, I cannot find the keywords to refer to the article.
I suggest adding 3 to 5 keywords
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	It is correct for publication
I suggest just properly reviewing your posting format
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	I think there are too many references, and they should be ordered from 1 to the next number, without overlooking many bibliographies. They should make a summary of their references.
I suggest ordering your bibliographic references.
	

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

	

The level is adequate for the scientific community
Good suggestion, nothing to add


	

	Optional/General comments

	

I think it's a good article, it just needs a bit of formatting and order in the bibliographic references.
Excellent article. I think it has a lot of potential to achieve progress and revisions in what we are currently transforming with the help of technology. However, I suggest minimal revisions to achieve a better impact on readers.

	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 

	It does not exist
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