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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.


	Appreciate the thought and congratulate the author for thinking about this. Outside of Sudan Dukhan practice is obsolete and the probability of meeting a Sudanese women who practices Dukhan outside of Sudan is negligible. Also The evidence of sputum sampling for cytology in patients who are not symptomatic is questionable. It does not make sense to interpret forced sputum samples simply because they practice a traditional beauty treatment. May be these women can be followed up with a CT scan to see if they develop a malignancy and that could be a good publication. Alternatively, sputum samples could be compared among women who do not practice this.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Cytological atypia can be renamed cytological abnormalities since atypia means atypical cells but the author has reported benign abnormalities as well.
	

	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.


	A line about the dukhan treatment could be used. How frequently is it practised i.e biweekly etc can be explained
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I am unable to understand the P value of the cytological abnormalities. Also there are no correlations between duration of use and abnormal cells. Data points are missing . no comparison population. How these findings can be extrapolated is not clear. 
	

	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?


	English is average. Not scholarly , grammar can be improved throughout the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Significance of this finding, these women are mostly asymptomatic. CT chest was done in anyone. They don’t have a reference population.
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