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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 important because it shows that tobacco use can cause many harmful changes in the mouth and gums. It is useful for the scientific community because it compares different tobacco habits, including smoking, chewing tobacco, and mixed habits, and shows that people with mixed habits may have more serious oral problems. The study also reminds dentists and researchers that early screening is very important, especially for lesions that may later become malignant. Overall, this paper gives practical information that can support better prevention, early diagnosis, and tobacco cessation advice in dental practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 good and includes the main parts of the study. However, it can be improved to make it clearer and easier to read. The background part is a bit long, so it can be shortened. In the results, too many lesion names are listed, so the authors can keep only the most important findings and key statistical results. The conclusion is relevant, but it can be written in a more direct way and linked more clearly with the main results. Overall, the abstract is acceptable, but it needs some simplification and better balance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically acceptable because the study aim, study design, and main findings are in line with the topic, and the results are mostly consistent with previous literature on tobacco-related oral lesions. However, it still needs some improvement before it can be considered scientifically strong. The methods and diagnostic process should be explained more clearly, and the statistical analysis should be reported in more detail. The authors should also be more careful in the discussion and conclusion, because this is a cross-sectional study and it can show association, but not strong cause-and-effect conclusions. Overall, the study is scientifically relevant, but the manuscript needs better methodological clarity and clearer interpretation of the findings. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partly sufficient, but they are not fully recent. I suggest the authors add newer studies, review articles, or guidelines from the last 5 to 10 years on tobacco related oral mucosal lesions, oral potentially malignant disorders, epidemiology of smoking and smokeless tobacco, and tobacco cessation in dental practice. Overall, the references are relevant, but the manuscript would be stronger with more recent and higher quality supporting literature
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