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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 is directly comparing ofloxacin- and metronidazole-incorporated T-PRF in a randomized controlled clinical trial.The findings highlight the potential of combining antimicrobial therapy with platelet concentrates to periodontitis by reduce probing depth, and improve clinical attachment outcomes beyond conventional scaling and root planing alone. Furthermore, this research advances the concept of integrating regenerative medicine with targeted antimicrobial delivery, which may help optimize treatment protocols and improve long-term clinical outcomes in periodontitis management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is scientifically relevant and reflects the main components, but it can be improved for clarity, precision

Alternative title: Comparative evaluation of ofloxacin- and metronidazole-incorporated titanium-prepared platelet-rich fibrin as adjuncts to scaling and root planing: A randomized controlled clinical trial
	

	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 generally well-structured and includes the essential components (Introduction, Aim, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion). 

Suggestions:

1. Clearly state the study design with add the sentence: “This randomized controlled clinical trial included

 thirty systemically healthy patients with periodontitis…”
2. Clarify follow up duration,based on manuscript: 6 weeks.

3. Mentions: RCT abstracts should briefly report safety. Add: “No adverse events were 
reported during the study period.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. But it requires several corrections and refinements. 

1. “Chit method”This is considered a low-level randomization technique and should be  described more rigorously: was allocation concealed? Who generated the sequence? Was there allocation concealment? Was it single-blinded?

2. No Sample Size Calculation. Add: “Sample size was calculated based on expected PD reduction of X mm with 80% power and 5% alpha error…”
3. Overstated Claims. Avoid saying:”regeneration”because did not evaluate Radiographic bone fill and Histologic evidence, replace with “clinical improvement”and :clinical attachment gain”


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add reference list to include:

1. At least 3–5 recent clinical studies (2018–2025) on PRF or T-PRF.

2. Recent reviews or meta-analyses related to antimicrobial periodontal therapy.

3. Mechanistic studies on slow-release antibiotic carriers in periodontal tissues.


	

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


	Not yet. While the scientific meaning is clear, the manuscript contains multiple grammatical errors, inconsistent tense usage, incorrect word forms, and several sentences that require restructuring for clarity and professionalism.
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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Was justification provided for antibiotic use in moderate periodontitis?

While local drug delivery reduces systemic exposure, You may add in discussion: “The use of local antibiotic delivery was justified to minimize systemic exposure and reduce the risk of  ntimicrobial resistance compared to systemic administration.”
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