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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 addresses an important and clinically relevant issue in pediatric dentistry, dental anxiety during local anesthesia administration. By comparing simple, low-cost, and easily accessible distraction tools, the study provides practical guidance that can be readily implemented in routine clinical practice. The findings contribute to the growing body of evidence supporting non-pharmacological behavior management techniques and may help improve children’s dental experiences and cooperation during invasive procedures. The study is particularly valuable for clinicians working in resource-limited settings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the aim and scope of the study. It accurately conveys the comparative nature of the research and the focus on distraction techniques during local anesthesia procedures.


	

	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 generally well structured and summarizes the background, methodology, results, and conclusion effectively.
Minor suggestions:
· The statistical methods (paired t-test and ANOVA) could be briefly mentioned for clarity.

· The conclusion could more explicitly highlight the clinical implication of Pop-it toys being comparatively more effective.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, inclusion and exclusion criteria, methodology, and statistical analysis are appropriate for the research question. The use of a standardized anxiety assessment tool (VAS) and the effort to control operator bias strengthen the internal validity of the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and include both classic and recent literature. The citation of recent studies on distraction techniques and pediatric anxiety strengthens the scientific foundation of the manuscript. No additional references are strictly required, though future revisions could consider adding more recent systematic reviews on pediatric dental anxiety management.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, minor grammatical errors, repetition, and sentence structuring issues are present throughout the manuscript. A careful language and grammar revision would improve clarity and readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	  The sample size is relatively small; acknowledging this more explicitly in the discussion would strengthen the manuscript.

  The discussion could benefit from a clearer distinction between statistical significance and clinical relevance.

  Formatting consistency (spacing, punctuation, and headings) should be checked before final submission.

The manuscript is scientifically sound and clinically relevant. Minor revisions focusing on language polishing, clarity, and discussion depth would further improve its quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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