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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 topic is significant, the scientific contribution is modest because similar studies have already been widely published in different populations. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title but lacks specificity.

  It does not specify that the population consists of dental students.

  It does not mention the study design.

  It does not specify the institution or geographic location.


	

	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 incomplete and requires major revision.

Concerns:
· The structured format is inconsistent.

· The methodology lacks specific details (sampling method, statistical test used, total score range).

· Results are overly generalized and do not include numerical findings (mean score, ANOVA results).

· No statistical values (F-value, p-value) are reported.

· The conclusion is not clear and not fully aligned with results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in terms of biological concepts and statistical analysis. However, several methodological and reporting weaknesses reduce its scientific rigor:

Major Concerns:
· Inconsistency in sample size (143 mentioned earlier; 142 reported in results).

· Convenience sampling reduces generalizability.

· Extremely unequal group sizes (e.g., interns n=88 vs first year n=7) may violate ANOVA assumptions.

· No post-hoc analysis reported after significant ANOVA.

· No reliability coefficient (Cronbach’s alpha) reported for questionnaire.

· No effect size reported.

· No mention of power calculation details.

· No confidence intervals provided.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  Some references are duplicated (Sanz et al., 2018 appears twice).

  Several references are outdated (1993, 1998).

  Very few recent (2022–2025) peer-reviewed studies are included.

  Some citations are inconsistently formatted.


	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	  No ethical approval number mentioned.

  Tables are not properly formatted.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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