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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive overview 
of common and less frequent oral mucosal lesions in children, emphasizing the need for timely 
diagnosis and treatment. By highlighting the connections between oral manifestations and systemic 
disorders, it encourages a multidisciplinary approach to pediatric care. This knowledge can enhance 
practitioners' ability to reassure parents and address potential complications early on. 
I appreciate this manuscript for its thoroughness and its practical implications for clinical practice. It 
effectively bridges the gap between clinical observations and underlying systemic issues, which is 
crucial for improving child health outcomes. 

 

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

The title is suitable because it clearly reflects the content and focus of the manuscript on oral 
mucosal lesions in children 

 

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 paragraph effectively summarizes the key points for an abstract, but it could be refined for 
clarity and conciseness 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

I recommend grouping similar topics together. For instance, lesions could be categorized by type 
(e.g., benign tumors, traumatic lesions) or by presentation (e.g., symptomatic vs. asymptomatic). 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The integration of data from studies, such as the Italian cohort, strengthens its validity by providing 
empirical support for the findings. Overall, the manuscript demonstrates a clear commitment to 
advancing knowledge in this area, making it a valuable contribution to the field. 

 

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

Yes, the references are sufficient.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

I recommend adding transitional phrases between paragraphs and sections to improve the overall 
flow of the manuscript. This helps guide the reader through the narrative. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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