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	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.


	This study is important to the scientific community because it provided new insights into the potential systemic effects of periodontitis and dexamethasone administration on women's reproductive health. By showing that periodontitis contributed to ovarian follicle degeneration, particularly in the secondary and tertiary stages, this study highlights the broader implications of chronic inflammation beyond the oral cavity. The findings of this in vivo study may have implications for clinical and therapeutic strategies in humans.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive, clear and structured. However, there are a few suggestions that may be worth considering. The abstract stated the effects of periodontitis and dexamethasone on ovarian follicles and oestrous cycle, but the authors did not provide specific number or statistical results. Suggestion: It would be better to add a p-value to support scientific claims.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Introduction

· Although this study was conducted in a mouse model, the implications of this study for humans are understated. Please add a few sentences about the potential clinical relevance.
· The authors did not sufficiently highlight the gaps in previous studies and how this study can fill those gaps. Please explain more explicitly what previous studies have not answered and what needs to be conducted in this study. This will make this study stronger with the novelty and gap research clearly presented.
2. Materials and methods
· The authors did not explain why the dexamethasone dose of 0.5 mg/kg was chosen. Is this a standard dose based on previous studies? Please add references or justification based on previous studies for the dexamethasone dose used.
· Did the researcher who analysed the data conduct a blind assessment? Please explain this.
3. Results

· Some results were simply stated as “significant,” but not always accompanied by a p-value or effect size. Please add more detailed p-values ​​and effect sizes to clarify the results of the study.
4. Discussion
· The explanation of how cytokines from periodontitis cause follicular degeneration is lacking in detail. Please add references or further discussion regarding inflammatory pathways that contribute to ovarian follicular degeneration.
· The authors have not explained what implications these results have for future research or clinical applications. Please add a few sentences about how this study could form the basis for further studies in humans.
· There is no section that explicitly addresses the limitations of the study. Please acknowledge the limitations of this study and suggest further research.
	

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

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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