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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 holds significant value for the scientific community by documenting the clinical spectrum of oral mucosal and periodontal lesions in tobacco users, particularly in an Indian context where both smoked and smokeless forms are prevalent. It underscores the heightened risks associated with combined habits and age-related patterns, reinforcing the need for early screening and cessation programs to curb preventable oral diseases like leukoplakia and oral submucous fibrosis (OSMF). These insights can guide dental practitioners and public health strategies, especially given tobacco's role in oral cancer progression
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Clinical Evaluation of Oral Mucosal Alterations in Tobacco Users" is suitable, as it accurately reflects the study's focus on clinical findings across tobacco habit types. No alternative is needed, though a minor tweak like "Clinical Spectrum of Oral Mucosal and Periodontal Alterations in Tobacco Users" could explicitly include periodontal aspects for added precision.
	

	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 comprehensive, covering aim, methods, key results (e.g., lesion prevalences, statistical associations), and conclusions effectively. Consider adding duration/frequency of habits in methods and quantifying prevalence rates (e.g., percentages for major lesions) for conciseness; delete redundant phrasing like the empty bold "ABSTRACT:" line.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, with appropriate cross-sectional design, clear inclusion/exclusion criteria, standard examinations, and chi-square analysis for associations. Findings align with established patterns (e.g., smoker's melanosis in smokers, OSMF/leukoplakia in chewers), and limitations like self-reported habits are implicitly handled via documented history.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient (13 citations) but lack recency; most predate 2015, with only one from 2021. Suggest adding: (1) Global Burden of Disease Study on tobacco-related oral cancers (e.g., GBD 2019, Lancet 2020); (2) Recent Indian epidemiology like ICMR-NCRP data on OSMF (2022+); (3) WHO 2023 tobacco report for updated global stats.
	

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


	The English is suitable for scholarly communication, with formal tone, precise terminology, and logical flow. Minor issues include inconsistent capitalization ("sub mucous fibrosis" should be "submucous fibrosis"), occasional typos ("haans" may mean "khaini"), and repetitive phrases; proofread for polish
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths include detailed lesion descriptions, figures/tables supporting results, and clinical relevance for periodontists like yourself. 

Weaknesses: No sample size justification or power calculation; discussion could better integrate p-values with effect sizes. Recommend biopsy confirmation for malignant suspicions and ethical approvals (assumed present).
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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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