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	Reviewer’s comment
	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.


	The topic of the study is very interesting. Since the population of telemarketers has been increased recently, concerning their occupational disease is important. Temporomandibular disease is very common and identifying its risk factors can help in finding better treatments and reduction of burden of disease.
	

	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.


	Please write the complete form of “TMI “in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the methodology is sound and presented well. The problem is that the recruitment phase of the study happened in 2007. It has been 17 years, and data is old. The stress levels and working conditions has changed since. This delay in publication of results should be explained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly are recent.
Using this article in discussion is recommended since it is very similar” Saruhanoğlu, A., Gökçen-Röhlig, B., Saruhanoğlu, C., Öngül, D., & Koray, M. (2016). Frequency of temporomandibular disorder signs and symptoms among call center employees. CRANIO®, 35(4), 244–249. https://doi.org/10.1080/08869634.2016.1216823”
	

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


	No, the text needs editing for better clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please change the “identified” in the following sentence in the introduction “Therefore, this study identified the prevalence of TMD and the factors associated with its occurrence among teleworkers, especially those related to occupation.”. For example, “aimed to identify” would be better.
Please use the country name in the conclusion. For example: telemarketers of Brazil.

Please compare the results of the present study with similar studies in the Discussion. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	No, there is no ethical issues in this research, and research ethics has been observed.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, there is not.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	None 
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