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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.

	This manuscript addresses a critical public health issue—delayed diagnosis of oral malignancies—particularly in low- and middle-income settings. The large sample size and real-world data enhance its value as contextual evidence for understanding diagnostic delays in resource-limited regions.
	

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

	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 clear and informative, adequately summarizing the objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions. However, it can be strengthened by more precisely quantifying key findings, briefly emphasizing the public health or policy implications, and refining the language to improve overall flow and readability.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. Study design, data collection, and interpretation of results are appropriate. The associations discussed are consistent with existing literature on oral cancer delay. Limitations inherent to observational studies should be more explicitly acknowledged for academic completeness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Adding recent systematic review can be significantly increases the quality of the manuscript
	

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

	


Spelling mistakes 
1. resourseless → resource-limited / resource-poor
2. popupation → population
3. Parcentage → Percentage
4. non-cooprative → non-cooperative
5. questionnarie → questionnaire
6. consultation misspelled as consultaion


	

	Optional/General comments

	

1. The aim and objectives of the study are not clearly and explicitly defined in the introduction. Stating specific, measurable objectives would improve clarity and scientific rigor.
2. The term “etc.” is used in the abstract, which is inappropriate for scholarly writing and should be replaced with specific, clearly defined terms.
3. The type(s) of oral malignancy included in the study are not clearly specified (e.g., squamous cell carcinoma, others), which limits interpretability and reproducibility.
4. The manuscript does not clearly state which staging system or criteria (e.g., TNM/AJCC) were used to classify disease stages, and this should be explicitly mentioned.
5. It is unclear whether histopathological confirmation was performed for all cases included in the study. Clear documentation of histopathological diagnosis is essential for scientific validity.


	



	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)
Mention about the institutional review board approval for the conduction of the study 
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