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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	The study provides valuable insights into smokers' knowledge regarding smoking-related oral health risks in a specific military population. Given the high prevalence of smoking among military personnel globally, this study sheds light on critical gaps in awareness that could inform targeted health education and tobacco cessation programs. Additionally, the findings may contribute to broader public health strategies in Sudan and similar settings, where smoking-related oral diseases pose a substantial burden. The research also underscores the need for interdisciplinary efforts between dental professionals and public health policymakers to combat smoking-induced periodontal diseases effectively.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title of the article suitable but I recommended the change to “Smokers' Awareness of the Effects of Smoking on Oral Health at the Military Dental Hospital, Omdurman, Sudan”.

	

	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.

	Yes but I suggest some modifications
· Some sentences in abstract was inconsistent and informal Style. For example “phrasing such as "smoking was cool" is informal and inappropriate for a scientific abstract. Replace non-scientific expressions like “smoking was cool” with something more neutral, such as "perceived smoking positively" or "held favorable attitudes toward smoking".
· Furthermore, the sentence “(with statistically significant difference)” is unclear and unqualified—no p-value or explanation is provided.). Briefly mention the statistical tests used to assess significance and provide p-value. 
· Expand conclusion with practical takeaways.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes but I request some modifications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Many references are old 
Please update
	

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

	Yes but I request some modifications.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The title could be more concise and clearer
"Smokers' Awareness of the Effects of Smoking on Oral Health at the Military Dental Hospital, Omdurman, Sudan"

Abstract 
· Some sentences in abstract was inconsistent and informal Style. For example “phrasing such as "smoking was cool" is informal and inappropriate for a scientific abstract. Replace non-scientific expressions like “smoking was cool” with something more neutral, such as "perceived smoking positively" or "held favorable attitudes toward smoking".
· Furthermore, the sentence “(with statistically significant difference)” is vague and unqualified—no p-value or explanation is provided.). Briefly mention the statistical tests used to assess significance and provide p-value. 
· Expand conclusion with practical takeaways.
Introduction 
· No explicit justification is given for why awareness among smokers—especially in the studied population (Sudan/military hospital)—needs investigation. 
· The references in the introduction were old. Please update.
· Lists of nicotine products (e.g., "khaini, gutka, zard...") and NRT types (e.g., "rapid release gum, lozenges...") are excessive for an introduction. Replace with a general statement, e.g.:"Nicotine replacement therapies (NRTs) exist in multiple forms, yet accessibility and awareness remain low in many regions, including Sudan."
· Smoking is considered one of the major risk factors. Add a reference
· Change “may have a strong relationship to cancer” to “may have a strong relationship with cancer”
· Change “high does nicotine patch” to “high dose nicotine patch”

Methodology 
· Clarify the sampling method. If random sampling was not feasible, use accurate terms like "consecutive sampling" or "convenience sampling".
· Specify inclusion/exclusion criteria 
· Write Data collection time. For example, Data collection occurred from [Month] to [Month] 2018
· Specify the tests used (e.g., *"Chi-square tests compared proportions of oral symptoms; p<0.05 was considered significant”
· Write Questionnaire language (e.g., Arabic/English? Translated/validated for local dialects?). For example, "The questionnaire was administered in Arabic, the primary language of participants, and back-translated to ensure accuracy."
· Modify grammatical errors (e.g., "A designed pretesting and revised questionnaires" → "A pretested and revised questionnaire"). Ambiguous phrasing (e.g., "385 participants were accessed" → "385 participants were enrolled").
· No information is provided about: How the questionnaire was developed, whether it was based on validated instruments, how it was pretested or revised.
Results 
· The text contains multiple grammar mistakes, awkward phrasing, and unclear language that reduce readability. Examples:
· “76.10 smokers” → should be “76.1% of smokers”
· “complained from color change” → should be “complained of discoloration”
· “p-vale” → should be “p-value”
· “mean of age for them was” → should be “mean age was”
· Of the total smokers, 44, 4 % were students → Of the total smokers, 44.4 % were students
· P-values are all reported as “<0.01” without test details or exact values.
· Group results into subsections: Demographics, Smoking Behavior, Awareness of Smoking Effects, Oral Health Complaints, Dentist Counseling and NRT Awareness
· Provide a brief summary of what each figure/table shows.
· Some percentages were written inconsistently, such as 14.5% and 7 %. Please standardize the format by writing all percentages uniformly, for example, as 14.5% and 7.0% in the tables and in the text.
Discussion 
· No acknowledgment of cultural/contextual factors (e.g., why Sudanese military smokers may differ from other populations). So, discuss regional influences, e.g.:
*"Low NRT awareness in Sudan could stem from limited healthcare access, unlike studies in high-income countries [20].
· Some comparisons lack depth (e.g., "Our result is not in agreement with Baklen et al." without exploring why).
· No actionable recommendations for dentists/policymakers (e.g., how to improve NRT access?). Add practical steps, e.g.:
"Dentists in military hospitals should integrate smoking cessation counseling into routine visits, per WHO FCTC guidelines."
· Add a limitations subsection
· Some statements are overly simplistic or not well-supported: “This high number of cigarettes... was most likely because they wanted to have some sort of freedom and enjoyment” – speculative and unscientific. “Students usually were affected by their friend’s opinions...” – should be supported by data or cited research, not assumed.
· Update the old references
· Some references are incomplete ("Tin- et al")
Conclusion and recommendations 
· Rephrase the conclusion to clearly highlight:
· The main findings
· Their relevance to public health or dental care
· How the results could be used to improve patient education or policy
· Make recommendations specific, evidence-based, and actionable. For example: “Implement targeted oral health education programs for young adults, particularly in educational and military settings.”

	













	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	No mention of ethical approval from an institutional review board (IRB) or ethics committee.
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