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	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 contributes valuable insight into the diagnosis and management of Ameloblastic Fibro-Odontoma, a rare mixed odontogenic tumor that remains a topic of ongoing debate within the scientific and clinical communities. By presenting detailed clinical, radiographic, and histopathological findings, it reinforces the importance to correctly distinguish AFO from other similar lesions. The case also supports the maturation continuum theory, adding evidence to discussions on the tumor's biological behavior and classification. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title appears somewhat generic. A more specific and descriptive title could enhance the visibility and relevance of the manuscript within the scientific community. I suggest: "Ameloblastic Fibro-Odontoma in a Pediatric Mandible: A Case Report of Clinical, Radiographic, and Histopathological Findings”.
	

	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, the abstract is generally in line with standard academic structure. However, further revisions are needed to fully conform to the journal’s formatting requirements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript presents coherent scientific content. No major inconsistencies were identified during the review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, although the references must be adjusted according to the journal’s specific formatting guidelines.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language could benefit from revision to ensure clearer and more effective communication. Some sentences are overly long, and punctuation use is inconsistent in places. A thorough self-review by the authors would significantly improve the manuscript's overall clarity. In addition, certain words and expressions are repeated excessively and could be substituted or rephrased for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	First, the authors should be congratulated for their work.
· The introduction would benefit from improved paragraph structure. The current lengthy paragraph could be more effective if divided into three distinct sections: clinical features, imaging findings, and histopathological definition. A final, separate paragraph could then address tumor classification and clearly state the objective of the case report.
· The case is well detailed, and the authors should be acknowledged for that.
· The clinical images could be better edited and repositioned. In their current format, they appear distorted. Images captured from computer screens interfere with the reader’s ability to interpret the content. Therefore, it is essential that the final digital radiographic files be properly included as replacements to avoid any compromise in diagnostic quality.
· The conclusion is repetitive, reiterating content already covered in previous sections. It could be more concise and direct to provide a clearer summary of the case and highlight the new insights this report brings to the existing literature.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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