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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 focuses on a common and clinically important condition in pediatric dentistry and provides practical information on the management of ankyloglossia. By describing three different surgical techniques in a single case series, the study helps clinicians understand the basic advantages and clinical considerations of each method. The findings support existing knowledge that satisfactory outcomes can be achieved using different treatment approaches when they are properly selected and performed. Overall, the manuscript is useful for the scientific and clinical community as it supports informed clinical decision making and appropriate selection of treatment based on clinical needs and available resources.
	

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

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly reflects the main focus of the manuscript and accurately describes the comparison of different therapeutic approaches for managing ankyloglossia in children through a case series.
	

	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 and clearly summarizes the aim, methods, and outcomes of the case series. It provides sufficient information on the clinical condition, the surgical techniques used, and the postoperative results, allowing readers to understand the study at a glance. However, the abstract would benefit from a brief mention of the study limitations, such as the small number of cases and short follow up period. Adding a short statement on the clinical relevance of the findings would further improve clarity and completeness, while no major deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are quite sufficient and up-to-date.
	

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

	Yes, the language quality is good enough to comprehend.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript addresses a relevant clinical topic and is generally well organized and clearly written. The clinical descriptions and supporting images enhance understanding and make the paper useful for practicing clinicians. Minor improvements in language consistency, acknowledgment of study limitations, and clearer description of outcome assessment would strengthen the manuscript. Overall, the study has educational value and, with minor to moderate revision, would be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No.
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