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	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.


	Oral squamous cell carcinoma (OSCC) remains a major health burden worldwide, particularly in regions with limited health literacy, poor public health infrastructure, and prevalent risk factors such as tobacco and alcohol use. Beyond these environmental factors, a range of cellular mechanisms and genetic backgrounds directly or indirectly contribute to the initiation and progression of this malignancy. This review synthesizes the most recent advances in inflammatory and nutritional biomarkers associated with OSCC pathogenesis and prognosis. By integrating current evidence, the manuscript offers valuable insights for both researchers and clinicians, and it helps to identify gaps that warrant future investigation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and content of the 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.


	Yes, the abstract is well‑structured and provides a clear summary of the rationale, main findings, and conclusions of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the scientific content is sound. The authors have interpreted the literature appropriately, and the conclusions are supported by the evidence presented. No factual errors or methodological flaws were identified.
	

	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 covers almost all relevant literature. However, I recommend adding two recent articles that specifically address the role of gene expression in oral cancer, as they would further strengthen the discussion:

1. Kadeh, H., Baranzehi, T., Mollaali, M., Maserat, N., Shahraki, M. J., & Kordi-Tamandani, D. M. (2025). Correlation between JAK2, STAT3, and CTLA4 Relative Gene Expressions and Oral Squamous Cell Carcinoma. Journal of dentistry (Shiraz, Iran), 26(1), 25–32. https://doi.org/10.30476/dentjods.2024.100237.2205
2. Mollaali, M. , Jamali, S. , Augend, A. and Saberi, E. (2023). Investigation of the NF-κB, TRAF1, and TRAF2 Relative Gene Expressions in a Population of Iranian Patients with Oral Squamous Cell Carcinoma: A Case-Control Study. Journal of Epigenetics, 4(1), 7-1. doi: 10.22111/jep.2023.44075.1049
These references should be integrated into the relevant sections (e.g., molecular pathogenesis and/or immunological biomarker discovery).
	

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


	The manuscript is generally well‑written, with clear and understandable prose. Nevertheless, several editorial and stylistic issues need attention:

· Abbreviations: The full term should appear only at first mention; the abbreviation alone should be used thereafter. 
· GLOBOCAN term should be written in all capital letters, not sentence case.

· Gene names must be italicised throughout the text.

· The text should be checked by advanced grammar tools like Grammarly Pro online tools.
Correcting these points will enhance the professional presentation of this work.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As a review article, readers expect comprehensive and visually informative illustrations that synthesise complex information. I strongly encourage the authors to include original figures depicting:

· Key signalling pathways involved in oral carcinogenesis (e.g., EGFR, PI3K/AKT/mTOR, Wnt/β‑catenin, p53, etc.). This can be one or more figures.
· Clonal evolution and tumour progression from early (stage I) to advanced stages, especially for immunologically related genes.

Such visual summaries would greatly improve the article’s impact, readability, and appeal to a broad audience.
Overall, the authors have conducted a thorough literature review and presented it in a logical, easy‑to‑follow manner. With the addition of the suggested figures and the correction of the minor editorial points, the manuscript will be an excellent contribution to the field.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified.
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