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	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 provides critical insights into the genotoxic and carcinogenic effects of shisha smoking, an increasingly prevalent but understudied practice among youth. By analyzing key biomarkers and heavy metals, it contributes valuable data on the biological impact of waterpipe smoking compared to cigarettes and second hand exposure. The findings highlight significant public health risks and emphasize the need for targeted awareness and policy interventions. This study fills a research gap, particularly in the African context, and offers a strong foundation for future toxicological and epidemiological investigations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is somewhat lengthy and can be refined for clarity. 
Unveiling the Genetic and Cancer Hazards of Shisha Use in young adults in Bayelsa State, Southern Nigeria
	

	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 is comprehensive but can be improved by clarifying the study duration and simplifying complex biomarker terms for broader understanding. Including specific data points would strengthen the impact of the results. The conclusion should be toned down to suggest associations rather than confirm causality.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript requires language polishing to correct grammatical errors and improve clarity. Methodological inconsistencies, such as the study timeline and age range, need to be addressed. The interpretation of results should be more cautious, avoiding overstatements. Statistical analysis would benefit from added details like confidence intervals. The conclusion should better reflect the actual findings.
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	Few latest references can be included
	

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


	Needs slight revision
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conceived study addressing a relevant public health issue with strong methodological grounding and appropriate biomarker analysis. The inclusion of multiple smoker groups enhances its comparative strength. However, the manuscript needs improvements in language clarity, methodological consistency, and cautious interpretation of results. With minor revisions, it holds good potential for publication.
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