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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.


	This manuscript is important because it brings something fresh to the table: a denture cleanser made from pomegranate, a natural ingredient with known antimicrobial benefits. In a world where people are increasingly looking for safer, plant-based alternatives to chemical products, this kind of research feels timely and relevant. It doesn’t just test a new formula — it opens the door to better oral care for denture wearers, especially older adults who may be more sensitive to harsh cleansers. Plus, it adds to the growing conversation around sustainable and health-conscious innovations in dentistry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title — “In vitro Evaluation of an Experimental Pomegranate Dentifrice for Complete Dentures” — is scientifically accurate and descriptive, but it could be made more engaging and reader-friendly while still retaining its technical clarity. For Example:
“In Vitro Performance of a Pomegranate Dentifrice on Complete Dentures: A Step Toward Natural Oral Care”
	

	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 clearly states the objective of the study and the materials used. It outlines the methodology in a concise manner. Key findings are presented with relevant statistical outcomes.

Still few suggestions:
1. The opening sentence could better emphasize why this study matters. For example, mention the growing interest in natural denture cleansers or the limitations of current products for clarify the purpose.
2. Acronyms like PD (Pomegranate Dentifrice), CD (Complete Dentures), and DW (Distilled Water) should be spelled out at first mention to ensure clarity for all readers.
3. Add a sentence that underscores the uniqueness of using pomegranate extract. Why is this ingredient promising? 
4. The abstract currently focuses on the in vitro results. Consider adding one line about the potential clinical relevance or future applications of the findings.
5. The final sentence could be more assertive. Instead of simply stating that PD is “comparable,” you might say it “shows promise as a natural alternative to conventional denture cleansers.”
6. Include a sentence on limitations and future perspective of current study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically appropriate for an in vitro evaluation. With a few additions to enhance transparency and clinical relevance, it could make a strong contribution to the field of natural oral care and prosthodontics. Like:
1. While the number of specimens is reasonable, a brief explanation of how the sample size was determined (e.g., power analysis) would reinforce the study’s validity.
2. The experimental dentifrice’s formulation is mentioned, but more detail on its active components and concentrations would help replicate or build upon the research.
3. Since the study is in vitro, a short discussion on how these findings might translate to real-world denture care would add depth.
4. The manuscript mentions antifungal potential but doesn’t include microbiological assays. Including or referencing such data would strengthen the claim. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references are a solid foundation, but adding a few recent and highly relevant studies will enhance the manuscript’s credibility and show alignment with ongoing research. Please match references to your journal’s style.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication, but a round of professional language editing or proofreading would elevate its clarity, polish, and overall impact. There are occasional grammatical slips and awkward phrasing that could be smoothed out. Terms like “specimens” vs. “samples” and “microhardness” vs. “hardness” should be standardized throughout the manuscript. Ensure consistent formatting of units (e.g., µm), statistical values (P < 0.05), and abbreviations. Scholarly writing benefits from a confident, precise tone. Phrases like “comparable to commercial dentifrices” could be strengthened to “demonstrated comparable efficacy to commercial dentifrices.”
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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