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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 examines a clinically important topic—undergraduate dental students' awareness of the two-way relationship between diabetes and periodontal disease. Given that these students will soon serve as healthcare providers, their understanding of this oral-systemic connection is essential for delivering comprehensive patient care. The study offers useful baseline data that can inform curriculum improvements, particularly regarding the early incorporation of medical topics into dental training.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is too not clear, as it fails to specify that the study population consisted of undergraduate dental students, despite the methodology and discussion focusing heavily on this group. Also, the title does not mention the bidirectional relationship between diabetes and periodontal disease, which is a central theme of the paper. A more precise title should reflect both the specific student population and the core concept being investigated.
	

	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 requires several revisions to align with standard scientific format. The background section, while well-written, is too lengthy and should be condensed to 3-4 sentences focusing on diabetes, periodontal disease, their bidirectional relationship, and the importance of studying undergraduate students. The methodology section needs expansion to include the final sample size (N=142), the specific institution name, the composition of the sample, brief mention of the knowledge scoring system, and the statistical test used. The results section requires major enhancement, as it currently reports only not clear findings; it should include the overall mean knowledge score, the range of scores across academic years, and the statistical significance value. The conclusion is appropriate but could be more specific regarding implications for dental education.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable but requires minor to moderate revisions. While the core finding that knowledge of the diabetes-periodontal disease relationship increases with academic progression is likely valid, several methodological limitations reduce the strength of the evidence. These include sample size imbalance, potential selection bias, lack of reported reliability coefficients for the questionnaire, and insufficient control for confounding variables. With appropriate revisions and transparent acknowledgment of these limitations, the scientific rigor of the manuscript can be established.
	

	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 and include several landmark papers and recent guidelines. However, approximately 40% of citations are over a decade old, and the list lacks recent studies from 2020-2025 that would strengthen the evidence base.
	

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


	The manuscript is written at a level that allows understanding of the core concepts, but the numerous language issues reduce its professionalism and may create ambiguity for readers. The repetitive content suggests the manuscript may have been compiled from multiple sources without adequate synthesis. A thorough revision focusing on concise, clear, and grammatically correct sentences is recommended before publication.
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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript demonstrates awareness of basic ethical principles but requires additional statements to meet full publication standards. No fatal ethical flaws are present, and all issues can be resolved with minor additions to the methodology section.
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