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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	The manuscript addresses an important and clinically relevant topic in periodontology by comparing probiotic strips with tetracycline fibres as adjuncts to non-surgical periodontal therapy. With growing concerns regarding antibiotic resistance and patient-friendly alternatives, exploring probiotics as a local drug delivery system is highly valuable. The study contributes to the growing interest in biologically driven approaches that aim to restore microbial balance rather than relying exclusively on antimicrobial agents. Although limited in sample size, the work offers practical preliminary observations that can serve as a foundation for larger, well-designed clinical trials and long-term research in periodontal care.
	

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

	“Comparative Evaluation of Probiotic Strips and Tetracycline Fibres as Adjuncts to Non-Surgical Periodontal Therapy: 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 provides a basic overview of the study objectives, design, and intended outcomes; however, it is not fully comprehensive. It would benefit from the inclusion of key methodological details such as sample size, duration of follow-up, inclusion exclusion criteria and a brief mention of the main results rather than stating that results “will be presented.” Since this is a completed case series, the abstract should clearly report observed outcomes instead of using future-tense language. Additionally, minor grammatical refinements and clearer structuring would improve readability and scientific clarity. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a scientific standpoint, the manuscript is conceptually sound and aligns with established principles of periodontal therapy and local drug delivery. The rationale for comparing probiotic strips with tetracycline fibres is supported by relevant literature. However, the study design has limitations, including a small sample size, short follow-up period, and absence of statistical analysis, which restrict the strength of the conclusions. While the clinical observations appear consistent, the manuscript would benefit from clearer data presentation, explicit statistical methods, and cautious interpretation of results to avoid overgeneralization.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes many relevant and well-cited studies related to probiotics, local drug delivery, and periodontal therapy. However, the manuscript could be further strengthened by including a few more recent and focused references that specifically address probiotic use in periodontology and comparisons with conventional antimicrobial agents. Adding systematic reviews or meta-analyses published in the last 5–7 years on probiotics as adjuncts in periodontal therapy would help place the findings in a broader and more current scientific context. Eg: 1. Duarte de Mendonça C, et al Probiotics in the non-surgical treatment of periodontitis: a systematic review and network meta-analysis. BMC Oral Health. 2024. 2. Clinical effects of probiotics on the treatment of gingivitis and periodontitis: a systematic review and meta-analysis. BMC Oral Health. 2025.
	

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

	The manuscript is generally easy to understand, and the intended message is clear; however, the overall English language quality would benefit from further refinement. There are several recurring issues related to grammar, sentence structure, tense consistency, and spelling that occasionally interrupt the flow of reading. Addressing these aspects would greatly improve clarity, coherence, and the academic tone of the paper. Seeking professional language editing support is strongly recommended to enhance readability and ensure the manuscript meets the standards expected for scholarly publication.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript presents a relevant clinical topic with potential implications for periodontal practice. With improvements in language quality, abstract structure, methodological clarity, and cautious interpretation of findings, it could serve as a useful preliminary contribution to the literature on probiotic-based periodontal therapies.
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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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Based on the information provided in the manuscript, there are no apparent competing interest issues.
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not applicable
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	“I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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