Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Dental Sciences  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJDS_136290

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Pcos And Periodontitis – Bridging The Gap Between Oral And Systemic Health  

	Type of the Article
	Minireview Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 manuscript addresses the bidirectional link between two prevalent conditions - PCOS and periodontitis -which are often discussed independently. By highlighting the shared inflammatory and metabolic pathways, it contributes to the growing awareness of the oral-systemic health connection. Such interdisciplinary focus is valuable for clinicians, especially in endocrinology, dentistry and gynaecology. The review also consolidates existing evidence, making it easier for healthcare professionals to understand emerging comorbidity insights.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is relevant but could be more concise. 

Consider - “Bridging PCOS and Periodontitis: A Review of Oral-Systemic Health Interactions”.
	

	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.


	The abstract is informative but has repetitions (I have highlighted in the article file). It should be structured better. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and backed by recent literature, including meta-analyses and systematic reviews. However, some sentences are verbose or overlapping. Streamlining content and avoiding redundancy would improve clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are in general sufficient and recent, with a good number of citations from the past 10 years. Still, one or two references from the recent past (post the year 2021) on oral microbiota in PCOS may enhance the review further.


	

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


	The manuscript’s language is mostly appropriate for scholarly communication. However, there are occasional grammatical errors (e.g. - “is is commonly marked”), inconsistent capitalization and difficult phrasing that should be revised for fluency.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is relevant and timely. Structuring the article with clearer subheadings and improving figure quality and labeling would further enhance readability. Also, conclusions could briefly suggest clinical or research implications.
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