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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.


	This paper is discussing the relationship between tobacco use and pulpal/periapical changes and is not as widely regarded as periodontal disease. Considering the worldwide impact of smoking and its effects on oral health, any review that adds additional evidence for clinicians and researchers is worthwhile. The summary discusses the implications for public health and emphasizes its importance of integrating smoking cessation into dental practice. Overall, it is a good sign towards public health and clinical relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title discusses periodontal disease progression, however, the body was mainly focused on pulpal and periapical changes. 

It should be 

“Tobacco use and its effects on the pulp and periapical tissues: an integrative review.”
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract appears to cover all the bases but is slightly inconsistent. It should:

-Elucidate that the focus is pulpal and periapical, not general periodontal disease.

-Discuss limitations of the methodologies more.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript summarizes relevant literature and provides beneficial thematic analysis, but does not perform a risk of bias assessment (including their relevant PRISMA review identifications), has more sufficient methodological transparency, and deeper critical comparisons of conflicting results. Tables and figures can clearly have more descriptive data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References involve some relevant, timely (2018–2024) works, however, many are dissertations or theses, which decreases reliability. The authors should replace these references with peer reviewed sources and update with more systematic reviews/meta-analyses.
	

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


	The manuscript is comprehensible, although it could use some minor language polishing to increase conciseness and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This review could improve upon:

Expanding the database searches that were carried out.

Inclusion of a PRISMA-like flow diagram, and risk of bias assessment. 

Discussion of mechanisms of tobacco's impact (cellules/immune/microbiome). 

Consideration of the new tobacco products (e-cigarettes, heated tobacco).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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