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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.


	The manuscript case report detailing about mucocele is an imperative topic to the scientific community because it presents a common, non-cancerous swelling or lesion of the minor salivary glands and it highlights the significance of prompt and accurate diagnosis and management of mucoceles to prevent patient discomfort and functional issues as it is a recurring lesion if not managed surgically in some cases. While some mucoceles, particularly those produced by slight trauma, may cure on their own, others, particularly those associated with deeper salivary gland involvement or persistent habits such as lip biting, have a higher risk of recurrence if not surgically excised.
The case study additionally emphasizes how common and successful surgical excision is as a treatment for recurrent or chronic lesions. Additionally, the comprehensive clinical and histological results presented in this article might help physicians distinguish mucoceles from other illnesses that may exhibit similar symptoms, like minor salivary gland tumors or epidermoid cysts.


	

	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.


	The abstract might be improved by emphasizing the benign nature of mucoceles, which is a common patient anxiety. A phrase clarifying that mucoceles are not malignant despite the lesion's appearance would be helpful. 

The report could also highlight how a dental professional's prompt diagnosis and appropriate treatment can easily resolve the condition, either by surgical excision for larger, persistent lesions or simple monitoring for smaller ones, ultimately preventing discomfort and functional difficulties. This would reassure them and emphasize how crucial it is to get competent dental care.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct.
	

	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?


	Yes, the article's English and vocabulary are appropriate for academic discourse. The writing is well-organized, understandable, and makes use of suitable medical terminology.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should include a statement stating that a mucocele is a noncancerous lesion to make the abstract more thorough and comforting. This information would allay a typical patient concern. They could also stress that if these lesions are examined promptly, they can be readily treated and eliminated under the guidance or assistance of a dental surgeon. 

Adding information regarding a ranula, a particular kind of mucocele seen on the floor of the mouth, would enhance the book even further and provide readers a better understanding of the wider range of these lesions. Lastly, the discussion part would be more illuminating and helpful for physicians if it mentioned alternative management methods in addition to surgical excision, like cryosurgery or laser ablation.
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