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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This study aimed to develop a comprehensive instrument for adults to measure oral health literacy in China.
2. The final scale included 30 items across four dimensions: oral health knowledge, perceptions of oral health issues, oral health practice and skills, and functional oral health literacy.
3. The psychometric study showed that the scale had adequate construct validity, discriminant validity and concurrent validity, as well as acceptable internal consistency and test–retest reliability.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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The article is generally trustworthy and reliable. It provides a detailed description of the development process of the new comprehensive oral health literacy scale, including a literature review, expert panel discussion, Delphi method, content validity index evaluation by nine experts, psychometric study among 370 participants from community health centers in Beijing, exploratory factor analysis extraction of four fixed factors, Cronbach’s alpha coefficient assessment of internal consistency and test–retest methods assessment of reliability. The results showed that the scale had adequate construct validity, discriminant validity and concurrent validity as well as acceptable internal consistency and test–retest reliability. 
The article does not appear to have any potential biases or one-sided reporting. All claims are supported by evidence from the study results. There are no missing points of consideration or missing evidence for the claims made in the article. All counterarguments are explored thoroughly throughout the article. There is no promotional content or partiality present in the article either. Possible risks are noted throughout the article when discussing implications for future research or practice based on the findings of this study. Both sides are presented equally throughout the article with no bias towards one side over another.
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· Oral health literacy
· Delphi method
· Content validity index
· Exploratory factor analysis
· Cronbach’s alpha coefficient
· Test–retest reliability
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