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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 is important to the scientific community because it directly compares two commonly used corticosteroids, dexamethasone and methylprednisolone, for managing post-operative pain, swelling, and trismus after third molar extraction. The study's "split-mouth" design, where each patient serves as their own control, is a key strength that provides robust data by minimizing individual patient variability. While the findings highlight the need for further research, they contribute valuable insights into an area where there is still no clear consensus on optimal dosage and administration. Ultimately, this work helps clinicians make more informed decisions to improve patient comfort and recovery.
	

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

	The title of the article is suitable. It is descriptive and accurate, clearly stating the study's aim and the specific variables being investigated.
However, a more concise or impactful alternative could be considered.
Comparative Efficacy of Dexamethasone and Methylprednisolone on Pain, Swelling, and Trismus After Third Molar Surgery

	

	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 generally comprehensive, but it could be improved for clarity and precision. It should be re-written to align with the results in the full manuscript. The statement that "dexamethasone has better analgesic effect... whereas in case of postoperative swelling methylprednisolone performed better" is misleading without mentioning the lack of statistical significance for swelling.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has some significant scientific inaccuracies and methodological flaws that compromise its overall correctness and the validity of its conclusions. While the study design is good in principle, the execution and data interpretation have several issues.

Trismus and Swelling: The results section states there was no statistically significant difference for trismus (p=0.424) and swelling (p=0.285 for S1, p=0.230 for S2). However, both the abstract and conclusion state that dexamethasone was "better" for trismus and methylprednisolone was "better" for swelling. This is a crucial scientific error: a difference that is not statistically significant cannot be presented as a superior outcome.

The conclusions in the abstract and the final conclusion section are not supported by the data presented in the results.

The claim that dexamethasone has a "better analgesic effect" is supported by the p=0.004 value.

The claim that methylprednisolone "performed better" in reducing swelling is not supported by the non-significant p-values. A scientifically correct conclusion would be that "there was no statistically significant difference in the reduction of swelling between the two drugs."

In summary, the manuscript's scientific correctness is compromised by statistical errors, inconsistencies, and methodological weaknesses, particularly regarding sample size, dose rationale, and the interpretation of non-significant results. It requires a significant revision to align the conclusions with the data.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient but could be improved with the addition of more recent, high-quality studies.
	

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

	· The entire manuscript needs to be carefully proofread for spelling, grammar, and punctuation errors.
· An English-speaking editor with a scientific background should review the article to correct awkward phrasing and ensure that the terminology is consistent and accurate.
· The article's formatting, including graph labels and figure captions, should be checked for consistency and clarity.
· Please change “Graph” with “Figure”
· Please choose whether to use American English or British English
· Check the word ‘post-oper*’ in the text and always write it this way.
· ‘20’ at the beginning of the sentence should be written as ‘Twenty’.
· Decide whether to write 40mg or 40 mg. Check throughout the text.
· The names of medicines should be written in lower case; for example, amoxicillin.
· Please change BD to BID and TDS to TID.
· In the text, when you write the author of a paper, always write ‘surname et al.’
· The value of P is always capitalised

	

	Optional/General comments

	· The photo reference must be included in the text.
· Figure 1, 2: delate ,0%
Figure 3, 4, 5:
· Choose a colour for dexamethasone and one for methylprednisolone. 
· Enter “mm” on the Y-axis.
· In the graph description, enter ‘Data are reported as mean +/- SD or SE’
· Instead of Group A and Group B, write - Dexamethasone and Methylprednisolone
Figure 5:
· Change S1 to S2

When you first mention ‘facial swelling’, you must include the reference.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	n.a.
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