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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 paper is significant because it details a case of peripheral ossifying fibroma in an elderly male patient, which is less typically documented in the literature. It underlines the importance of including POF in the differential diagnosis of gingival growths, as well as the critical function of histological testing in making a correct diagnosis. The instance also emphasizes the need for full surgical excision and long-term follow-up to limit the risk of recurrence. Overall, it provides useful clinical information for improving the diagnosis and treatment of reactive gingival lesions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is appropriate. "Peripheral Ossifying Fibroma: A Case Report and Literature Review" is straightforward, succinct, and accurately summarizes the manuscript's content. However, it is rather generic. Your case involves an unusual presentation in a 50-year-old male patient, thus the title may be more precise and powerful.
	

	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 mostly comprehensible, however it requires slight editing to ensure completeness and clarity. It should address grammatical faults and briefly describe the management strategy and follow-up results, including the absence of recurrence. The unique appearance in a 50-year-old male should also be noted to emphasise the case's importance. Overall, the abstract is adequate, but might be improved with more succinct language and the inclusion of crucial clinical facts.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The text is typically scientifically accurate, with acceptable clinical, radiographic, and histological correlations to support the diagnosis. The topic is essentially in line with existing literature on origin, presentation, and recurrence rates. Minor scientific mistakes, notably those concerning the presence of peripheral ossifying fibroma in bone, should be rectified for clarity. With these changes, the manuscript will be scientifically sound and ready for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are generally relevant and appropriate, including classical research and common textbooks that supplement the debate. However, many of the sources are very old, and incorporating more recent research from the last 5-10 years would improve the book. Including updated systematic reviews or retrospective studies on peripheral ossifying fibroma and reactive gingival lesions would broaden the knowledge base. Overall, the references are adequate, although they might be updated with more current material.
	

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


	The manuscript's language is generally understandable, although it is not yet ready for scientific publishing. Several grammatical flaws, long and obscure sentences, typographical faults, and inconsistencies in formatting lower the overall academic quality. Some sections, particularly those involving the discussion, require reorganization to improve clarity and scientific flow. Professional language editing or comprehensive revision is advised before to publication to increase readability, clarity, and adherence to academic writing standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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