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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	There is an interesting pivot point in this article regarding risk factors for oral SCC. This is a new interesting view of oncological etiology of this disease, and the authors have used the specific social factor that alcohol is illegal and therefore not a risk factor for the population in this article. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	I don’t think the title is suitable.
	

	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 ok. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	In the Introduction section there is a sentence that stated that OSCC occurs mainly in young adults (< 40 years) which is not accurate in the first place, but also later in the Introduction the authors say that the cancer “mainly occurs in the sixth and seventh decade of life, and rare in young adults” with a reference. These are contradictory statements and should be addressed. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The most recent reference used in this manuscript is from 2015. I would suggest at least one new data that is 5 years old or less. 
	

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

	

	Optional/General comments

	I would like to see at least a theory or a suggestion with reference proof why the male:female ratio changes with age, and also an explaination why any of the female patients didn’t have any risk factors. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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