Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Research and Reports in Dentistry

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJRRD_149594

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Primary Intraosseous Squamous Cell Carcinoma of the Mandible: Diagnostic and Therapeutic Insights from a Rare Case

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	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.


	The diagnosis and treatment of Primary Intraosseous Squamous Cell Carcinoma (PIOSCC), an extremely uncommon odontogenic cancer with significant clinical diagnostic difficulties, are significantly improved by this manuscript. The article expands current epidemiological knowledge by presenting a well-documented case in a young patient, an age category in which PIOSCC is particularly rare. The thorough linkage of radiographic, histopathologic, and clinical results increases knowledge of early diagnostic markers that aid in distinguishing benign odontogenic lesions from PIOSCC. This study helps doctors improve early detection and treatment planning by contributing important information to the little body of literature on PIOSCC.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable, clear, and reflects the manuscript’s content.
	

	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 case, clinical presentation, diagnostic strategy, and course of treatment are all clearly outlined in this abstract. Nonetheless, provide a succinct summary of the case's clinical significance or lesson. For better coherence, make the order of diagnostic tests (biopsy vs. imaging) clear.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is generally in line with established diagnostic standards, the WHO classification, and the most recent research on PIOSCC. The explanation is cogent, the radiologic and histopathologic details are adequate, and the case is presented properly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include several recent sources (2021–2022). The manuscript cites foundational as well as contemporary literature, which strengthens its validity.
	

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


	For academic communication, the language quality is usually acceptable. Though there are sporadic grammar problems, irregular tense usage, and little typographical errors, the book is readable and generally intelligible. The overall polish would be enhanced by editing for grammar, flow, and formatting.
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