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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.
	This manuscript integrates epidemiologic and mechanistic evidence to clarify how oral health and the salivary microbiome may influence blood pressure regulation. By emphasizing biologically specific pathways, it advances the field beyond associative findings and highlights key gaps for future research. The review also supports closer integration of dental and medical perspectives in cardiovascular risk
prevention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title is suitable, clear, and scientifically accurate for more clarity I would suggest - Oral Health and the
Salivary Microbiome in Blood Pressure Regulation: A Narrative Review
	

	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.
	Abstract is strong, coherent, and appropriate for a narrative review, Only minor language refinement is needed to improve flow, precision, and readability
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and aligned with current evidence. It appropriately differentiates established associations from emerging mechanisms, acknowledges methodological limitations, and avoids overstating causality. Overall, it provides a balanced, evidence-based synthesis relevant to both research and clinical practice.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally appropriate, scientifically grounded, and include many relevant studies spanning epidemiology, mechanisms, clinical trials, and microbiome research, if possible add recent references published in2024-25
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the manuscript are appropriate for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and technically accurate, with a logical flow and tone suitable for an academic narrative review. Only minor stylistic refinements may enhance conciseness, but overall the manuscript
meets the standards for peer-reviewed scientific publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is well prepared and meets the requirements for approval. It is scientifically sound, clearly written, and appropriately structured, with a balanced interpretation of current evidence. The topic is timely and relevant, and the review offers meaningful insights with clear translational value. Only minor, optional editorial refinements may further enhance clarity, but no substantive changes are required.
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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?
	
Not any
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