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	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 contributes valuable insight to the scientific and clinical community by documenting an uncommon presentation of Peripheral Ossifying Fibroma in a child significantly younger than the typical age range. By highlighting the diagnostic challenges posed by its clinical similarity to other gingival lesions, the report underscores the importance of careful examination and histopathological confirmation. The case also emphasizes the effectiveness of timely surgical intervention and the significance of follow-up in
preventing recurrence. Overall, the manuscript enriches current understanding of POF’s clinical spectrum and supports improved diagnostic awareness among dental practitioners.
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	Suggested Alternative Title: Entitled ‘’ A Rare Clinical Variant of Peripheral Ossifying Fibroma in a 9- Year-Old’’.
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	I request the author to enhance the abstract by adding a brief statement on the significance of the case, including a short mention of possible differential diagnoses, providing a concluding remark on its clinical relevance, and making minor language refinements for improved clarity.
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	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound; however, minor refinements in clarity, structure, and explanation of certain aspects may further enhance its overall quality.
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	The references are generally adequate, but adding a few more recent clinicopathologic studies and pediatric-focused reports would strengthen the case study.
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	The paper's importance is appreciated, but it requires minor improvements to be accepted. Author, complete all changes mentioned in the review form for paper acceptance.
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