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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 paper contributes significantly to the scientific community by demonstrating how common high blood pressure (BP) and dental anxiety are among patients who seek emergency dental care. It emphasizes how important it is for dental clinics to screen for untreated or undetected hypertension, especially since many patients begin treatment with elevated blood pressure.

The results of the study support the idea that acute dental pain and infection can raise blood pressure, indicating that postponing essential dental care because of high blood pressure may be detrimental and counterproductive. Consequently, it promotes ongoing blood pressure monitoring and sensible treatment instead of appointment cancellation, which has important real-world implications for dentists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, It is appropriate to use the title "The impact of dental anxiety on blood pressure measurements in patients at an urgent dental care clinic." The main topic and context of the study are accurately reflected, and it is clear and succinct.

	

	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 comprehensive 
Recommendations: Although the abstract is well-structured, for instant clarity, it might be helpful to state the study design (observational cross-sectional) earlier in the methodology description. Additionally, make sure that the terminology is consistent. For example, the abstract introduces "EAP" without providing a precise definition, even though it is implied to refer to elevated blood pressure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction
Recommendations: In addition to highlighting the general significance of blood pressure monitoring in dental settings, the introduction should make clearer the gap in the existing literature that this study attempts to fill. Is there, for example, insufficient information on urgent dental procedures and blood pressure variations? This would make the argument stronger.

Materials and Procedures
Suggestions: Provide more specific details on the questionnaire used. Was it validated? What other questions were included besides the VAS for pain? Clarifying the 'T1' and 'T2' measurements (before and after emergency consultation) is good, but specifying the exact time points or conditions for these measurements (e.g., after resting for a certain period) would enhance reproducibility.

Results 
Suggestions: Although the results are presented in an understandable manner, it would be advantageous to incorporate a more explicit discussion of Tables 1 and 2 into the narrative. When discussing the results, for example, make direct reference to particular p-values or mean differences from the tables. A stronger connection to the study's main findings would be beneficial, but the statement regarding patients who were sent to the ER for blood pressure readings greater than 180/110 mmHg after the intervention is still significant.

Discussion
Suggestion: Describe in more detail the implications of the particular findings of the study. What are the implications of these particular numbers for clinical practice, for instance, and how do the observed BP variations (e.g., 3.7 to 1.7 evolution) compare to other studies? Give more details about the useful advice for dentists based on these findings, going beyond BP monitoring.

Conclusions
Suggestions: This section would also benefit from mentioning the study's limitations and outlining potential lines of inquiry.

Tables 
Suggestions: Although SD is a common abbreviation, make sure it is defined.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References
Suggestions: Make sure that all references use the same formatting. Reference 10 comes before Reference 9. However, the format is acceptable too.

The references seem adequate and contain recent works, including a number from 2020, 2021, and 2023. 



	

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

	Yes, the article's English and language are appropriate for academic writing. The research and its conclusions are easily understood thanks to the text's professionalism, coherence, and clarity. This quality was probably influenced by the authors' disclosure that they used AI-assisted tools for grammar and language improvement. 

	

	Optional/General comments

	This paper contributes significantly to the scientific community by demonstrating how common high blood pressure (BP) and dental anxiety are among patients who seek emergency dental care. It emphasizes how important it is for dental clinics to screen for untreated or undetected hypertension, especially since many patients begin treatment with elevated blood pressure.
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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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