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	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 addresses important aspects of public misperceptions surrounding waterpipe smoking and its cardiovascular consequences. This is particularly important given the growing popularity of waterpipe smoking among adolescents and young adults, often driven by cultural normalization and a lack of regulation. The paper provides valuable insights and calls for action for public health campaigners, health professionals, and policymakers. The findings are highly relevant for developing targeted interventions in countries with increasing waterpipe use.
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	Yes, the title is appropriate
	

	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 quite comprehensive and well-structured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientific and valid. It uses a fairly comprehensive literature review methodology.
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	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent up to 2024. 
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	Yes, the english quality is suitable for scholarly communications. 
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	In terms of writing, this manuscript has been written quite well, but there is a need for images or tables in the research results to make it easier for readers to understand the contents of the research.
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