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	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.


	The manuscript is important as it demonstrates the association between systemic diseases and oral diseases in high-risk groups, such as individuals with mental disorders, as illustrated in this study.
	

	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.


	Yes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents another important link between oral diseases and systemic conditions. The introduction is well-developed and provides a clear overview of the research problem. The methodology is clearly described, including well-defined inclusion and exclusion criteria. The results are presented in a coherent and comprehensible manner.

The Discussion section is typically where the authors interpret their findings, compare them with previous studies, and address the strengths and limitations of the research. In your Discussion, I did not observe sufficient interpretation or argumentation from your side; rather, the section mainly consists of comparisons with prior studies. It would strengthen the manuscript if you could provide more of your own interpretations or insights regarding the results.

Furthermore, strengths and limitations of a study are usually discussed in the Discussion, not in the Conclusion. I recommend moving this part from the Conclusion to the Discussion section.

In my opinion, the article is well-written, clearly structured, and presents a well-defined objective and results. I believe it is suitable for publication.


	

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

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


	As English is not my native language, I do not consider myself fully competent to assess that.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In my opinion, the article is suitable for publication with revisions.
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