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Abstract:
Abstracts should provide a clear and structured overview of the systematic review. Authors are strongly encouraged to use the following headings: Background: Briefly describe the context and significance of the research topic, including gaps in current knowledge. Objective: State the specific research question or objective guiding the review. Methods: Summarize the search strategy, inclusion criteria, data sources, and methods used for study selection and synthesis. Results: Present the number of studies included, key findings, and patterns or trends identified across the literature. Discussion: Interpret the main findings in relation to the existing evidence base, noting strengths, limitations, and implications. Conclusions: Highlight the main interpretations, practical applications, and recommendations for research or clinical practice.
The abstract must accurately reflect the content of the review, avoid overstating conclusions, and include only results supported by the main text.

Resumo: 
Xxxxxx xxxxxx  xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx Xxxxxx xxxxxx  xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx xxxxxx Xxxxxx xxxxxxx xx (Abstract in Portuguese only for Brazilian native speakers authors).

Keywords: Xxxxxxx; Xxxxxxx; Xxxxxxx; Xxxxxxx; Xxxxxxx. (5 terms from the Medical Subject Headings list, in alphabetical order).

Palavras-chave: Xxxxxxx; Xxxxxxx; Xxxxxxx; Xxxxxxx; Xxxxxxx. (The translated 5 terms in Portuguese only for Brazilian native speakers authors).

Introduction 
The Introduction section of a systematic review in dentistry should clearly define the clinical question and explain its relevance to oral health practice or research. It must provide a concise overview of existing literature, identifying gaps or inconsistencies that justify the need for the review [1]. Authors should describe the rationale for conducting the review and how it aims to synthesize current evidence. In alignment with EQUATOR Network standards, such as PRISMA, the introduction should promote transparency and contextual clarity. This section sets the foundation for the methodology and guides readers toward the significance of the findings [2,3].
 
Methods
The Methods section of a systematic review in dentistry should detail the study protocol with transparency and reproducibility. Authors must describe the eligibility criteria, search strategy, databases consulted, and the time frame of the literature search. It should include the process for study selection, data extraction, quality assessment, and specifying tools used (e.g., PRISMA, AMSTAR). Any statistical methods for data synthesis or meta-analysis must be clearly explained. Following EQUATOR Network guidelines ensures methodological rigor and enhances the credibility of the review [4].


[image: Create a generic flowchart image for inclusion in a template, in the Methods section for a systematic review in a dental journal.]
Figure 1 - This is a figure. Schemes follow the same formatting and should be numbered with roman numbers.

Results
The Results section of a systematic review in dentistry should present the findings in a clear, structured, and unbiased manner. Authors must report the number of studies included, their characteristics, and the outcomes relevant to the research question. Data synthesis—whether qualitative or quantitative—should be transparently described, including any subgroup analyses or sensitivity tests. In accordance with EQUATOR Network guidelines such as PRISMA, results should be supported by tables, figures, and summary statistics. Any deviations from the protocol or missing data must be acknowledged to ensure transparency and reproducibility.
[image: Create a complex diamond-shaped graph for the Results section of a systematic review and meta-analysis in dental research. Include detailed information such as confidence intervals, effect sizes, and subgroup analyses.]
Figure 2 - This is a figure. Schemes follow the same formatting and should be numbered with roman numbers.
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Figure 3 - This is a figure. Schemes follow the same formatting and should be numbered with roman numbers.


Table I. This is a table. Tables should be placed in the main text near to the first time they are cited and numbered with roman numbers.
	Title 1
	Title 2
	Title 31

	entry 1
	data*
	data

	entry 2
	data*
	data


1 Tables may have a footer.
*p < 0.05.


Discussion
The Discussion section of a systematic review in dentistry should interpret the synthesized findings in the context of existing literature, highlighting consistencies, discrepancies, and implications for clinical practice. Authors must critically assess the strength and limitations of the evidence, including methodological quality and risk of bias. In line with EQUATOR Network guidelines such as PRISMA, the discussion should be transparent, balanced, and avoid overstating conclusions. It should also address the applicability of results to different populations or settings and suggest directions for future research. A thoughtful discussion enhances the relevance and impact of the review. [1-4]. 

Conclusion 
The Conclusion section of a systematic review in dentistry should succinctly summarize the main findings and their implications for clinical practice, policy, or future research. Authors must ensure that conclusions are directly supported by the synthesized evidence and avoid overstating results. In accordance with EQUATOR Network guidelines such as PRISMA, the section should reflect transparency, clarity, and alignment with the review’s objectives. Limitations of the evidence base and potential areas for further investigation should be acknowledged. A well-structured conclusion reinforces the relevance and impact of the review within the dental field.
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