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	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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it assesses dental students’ knowledge and attitudes toward Cone Beam Computed Tomography (CBCT), an important diagnostic tool in modern dentistry. Identifying gaps in awareness can help improve dental education and training programs. This can promote the safe and effective use of CBCT, ultimately enhancing diagnostic accuracy and patient care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested improved titles:Knowledge and Attitudes Toward Cone Beam Computed Tomography (CBCT) Among Dental Students: A Cross-Sectional Questionnaire-Based Study.


	

	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 generally well structured and includes the essential components such as background, methods, results, and conclusion. However, some minor improvements can enhance its clarity and completeness. The background section should avoid repetition and be slightly more concise. The methods section should include the sample size and study setting to provide better context. In the results section, some statements could be simplified for clarity, and key statistical values may be added if available. Overall, only minor revisions are suggested to improve clarity, conciseness, and methodological detail.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically appropriate and presents relevant information about Cone Beam Computed Tomography (CBCT), its applications in dentistry, and the importance of assessing dental students’ knowledge and attitudes. The background is logically organized and supports the objective of the study, and the inclusion of ethical approval adds to its scientific validity. However, the section would benefit from minor language editing to correct grammatical issues, reduce repetition, and improve clarity. Overall, the scientific content is correct, but slight refinement in writing would improve the quality of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, relevant, and include both foundational studies and recent publications up to 2025, covering CBCT applications, dental education, and radiation safety. They provide a strong evidence base for the study. However, the manuscript could be further strengthened by including a recent systematic review on CBCT education, additional international guidelines such as the American Academy of Oral and Maxillofacial Radiology recommendations, and studies on simulation-based or competency-focused CBCT training. Overall, the references are adequate, with only minor additions suggested to enhance comprehensiveness.
	

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


	The discussion is scientifically comprehensive and well-organized, but the English and writing style need improvement for scholarly communication. Sentences are often long, repetitive, and contain grammatical errors or awkward phrasing, which can reduce clarity and readability. Concise sentences, corrected grammar, and smoother transitions between points would enhance the flow and overall quality. Once edited for language and style, the discussion would be suitable for publication.
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