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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 focuses on the prevalence of mandibular lingual frenum attachment patterns among preschool children, which is a topic that has not been reported frequently in pediatric dental literature. The study utilized the Coryllos Classification system among a young pediatric population, which is intended to provide preliminary data that may be useful in understanding normal variations that occur during early development of the pediatric patient, which may be useful in differentiating between normal variations and abnormalities that may warrant some form of intervention, thus helping in the early diagnosis of pediatric dental problems. The study may also be used as preliminary data for future investigations that focus on the relationship between frenum attachment patterns and pediatric oral health outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is sufficiently descriptive of the population, result, and study type, making it generally acceptable and informative for readers. However, it is recommended that the wording be checked for anatomical correctness, given that the study appears to be measuring mandibular lingual frenum attachment, but in the background section of the abstract, mandibular labial frenum is used, indicating a possible inconsistency that needs clarification. Also, it is recommended that “3–6 years old children” be changed to “children aged 3–6 years” for linguistic correctness in academic writing/scientific writing standards. The title is acceptable but could be improved through minor linguistic changes.
	

	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 seems to give a general idea of the research goal, methodology, and main results, although some suggestions for improvement are made to conform to scientific writing conventions. First, the manuscript seems to have a terminological inconsistency, as the manuscript refers to the "mandibular labial frenum," whereas the research seems to measure the "mandibular lingual frenum attachment." This should be corrected to conform to scientific conventions.
Secondly, the objective statement may be improved to make it more explicit regarding the evaluation of the prevalence and distribution of frenum attachment types following the Coryllos Classification in preschool children. Thirdly, the methods section may be improved to make it more comprehensive by including information on the sampling method, the examination procedure, and the acquisition of ethical clearance and informed consent.

Finally, the results section may be improved to make it more comprehensive by including the actual number of participants for each category. Additionally, the conclusion may be improved to make it more explicit to reflect the actual findings of the study. The current statement on the importance of the study may be considered too general. 

Overall, the abstract may be improved to make it more scientific by making the anatomical terminology more accurate, the methodology more comprehensive, and the results more explicit. The abstract may be considered to have the right format.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows a general scientific format, with a logical organization of sections, including the introduction, methodology, results, discussion, and conclusion. The study design, ethical clearance, inclusion-exclusion criteria, and statistical methods are described, which enhances the methodological transparency of the research. The authors have attempted to adhere to the reporting guidelines, as suggested by the STROBE Statement for reporting observational studies, which enhances the reporting quality of the manuscript.
However, there are some scientific inconsistencies that need to be explained. The manuscript repeatedly refers to the mandibular labial frenum. On the other hand, the title and some parts of the abstract refer to the mandibular lingual frenum. These terms should be corrected and corrected throughout the manuscript. Furthermore, the study makes use of the Coryllos Classification System, which was originally intended for the assessment of lingual frenulum or ankyloglossia. The scientific basis for adapting this classification system for the assessment of the labial frenal attachment should be explained. The Placek Classification System is more suitable for the assessment of the labial frenum.
From a methodological standpoint, the distribution of the sample is unevenly represented across the range (with 10% represented in the 3 to 4 years age group and 90% represented in the 5 to 6 years age group), which may impact the ability to make meaningful age-related comparisons. Additionally, the rationale for the combination of Coryllos Type 1 and Type 2 should be clarified for the reader, as it may impact the interpretation of the prevalence data.

In conclusion, the manuscript is relevant from a clinical standpoint and has some useful preliminary data. However, it does require some anatomical terminology changes, as well as clarification on the rationale for the classification system utilized and some minor methodological clarification to ensure scientific accuracy.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references includes a number of basic textbooks and classical studies that are relevant to the topic of oral anatomy, embryology, and periodontal aspects. The list includes Orban’s Oral Histology and Embryology and Clinical Periodontology by Carranza. The list of references also includes some important classical studies by Ivan Sewerin and Milan Placek on the topic of frenal attachment and periodontal aspects. The inclusion of the clinical guideline by the American Academy of Pediatric Dentistry also supports the clinical relevance of the topic. 

However, the list of references mainly includes older literature. There are a limited number of references from the last decade. The authors should consider incorporating some recent peer-reviewed literature and clinical studies that address the topic of frenal morphology, epidemiology of frenal attachment in children, and management in pediatric dentistry.

The references included in the manuscript are adequate and relevant. The manuscript would be enhanced by the inclusion of some additional literature.
	

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


	The language and English used are good. The language is mostly easy to understand. 

The content of the scientific information is satisfactorily presented. There are some grammatical inconsistencies, repetitions, and grammatical errors. Some sentences are too long. The sentences can be shortened to improve the readability of the text. 

There are some minor problems with the use of terminology and grammatical sentence structures. This may affect the level of precision required for scientific writing. It is suggested that the language be checked by a native English speaker or a professional language service to improve the language for precision, accuracy, and readability. 

There are some areas of the language that need revision to improve the language for scholarly scientific writing.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript deals with an important issue in pediatric dentistry, but several issues need clarification before considering it for publication. There are several inconsistencies in the anatomical terms used throughout the manuscript, particularly in relation to the mandibular labial frenum and lingual frenum, which need clarification to avoid conceptual confusion. In addition, the application of the Coryllos Classification for labial frenal attachment needs clarification, as this classification is primarily intended for assessment of lingual frenulum.

The study also has several methodological issues, including the uneven age distribution of participants and the inherent small sample size of a pilot study, which limits the assessment of age-related associations. In addition, the literature search is based on outdated sources that need updating with recent literature.

The study is based on preliminary data, but several issues need clarification to improve the methodological rigor, conceptual clarity, and scientific content of the manuscript.
Although the manuscript deals with an important issue in pediatric dentistry, some important issues need substantial changes. These issues are related to some inconsistencies in the anatomical terms used, a lack of justification of the application of the Coryllos Classification system for the assessment of the labial frenum, some inconsistencies in the age distribution of the sample, and some older references used in the manuscript. In addition, some language changes are required for better clarification of some methodological issues of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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