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[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]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 holds significance for the scientific community as it highlights the efficacy of diode laser technology as a minimally invasive and patient-friendly alternative for managing mucoceles, particularly in paediatric cases.
By documenting dual-lesion excision with excellent healing and no recurrence, it contributes valuable clinical evidence supporting laser-assisted soft tissue management.
The detailed description of technique and outcomes enriches current understanding of laser applications in oral surgery and encourages broader adoption of advanced, conservative treatment modalities.
Moreover, it underscores the importance of integrating modern laser technology into everyday clinical practice to enhance precision, comfort, and healing outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The phrase “Removal” is somewhat non-specific for a clinical report (as “excision” or “management” better reflects surgical intent and outcome. You can keep it as “Diode Laser- Assisted Excision of Multiple Mucoceles of the Lower Lip: A Case Report”
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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.
	Include detailed laser settings — e.g., “The diode laser (980 nm, continuous mode, power 1.2 W, 400 µm fiber tip) was used for excision.” These details are critical for reproducibility.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and accurate in its clinical reasoning, diagnosis, and interpretation. The case is presented systematically, with appropriate diagnostic consideration, rationale for laser use, and histopathological confirmation supporting the diagnosis of a retention-type mucocele.
However, minor improvements—such as including specific laser parameters, extending the follow-up period, and adding recent supporting references—would further strengthen its scientific robustness and reproducibility. Overall, the manuscript maintains good clinical validity and contributes meaningful evidence to the literature on minimally invasive laser- assisted management of mucoceles.
Add a rationale: End with a one-line justification such as:
“This case report highlights the successful use of diode laser in managing multiple mucoceles in a paediatric patient, emphasizing its advantages over conventional excision.”
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references,
please mention them in the review form.
	Include 2023–2025 citations if possible (for diode laser mucoceles, paediatric management, or laser-assisted wound healing.
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	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language quality is acceptable for publication after minor linguistic and stylistic editing to enhance precision, flow, and scholarly tone.
Some sentences are lengthy or repetitive and can be streamlined for clarity.
Occasional capitalization and formatting inconsistencies (e.g., “discussion” vs. “Discussion”) should be corrected.
Certain phrases (e.g., “excellent healing” or “secure and efficient approach”) could be replaced with more formal, objective terms such as “uneventful healing” or “clinically effective approach.”
Reference formatting should be made consistent throughout.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	Mention the limitations of the case report in the last part of discussion. Improve transitions between paragraphs for smoother flow.
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	[bookmark: Reviewer’s_comment]Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
No
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