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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 holds significance for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive overview of the evolution of dental ceramics, particularly in the aesthetic zone. It bridges material science with clinical application, offering practical guidance for everyday restorative challenges. By incorporating recent advances such as zirconia-based and hybrid ceramics, it ensures the content remains current and relevant for both researchers and clinicians.
	

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

	Yes, the current title “Evolution of Dental Ceramics in the Aesthetic Zone” is clear, relevant, and reflects the content well. It highlights both the historical development (“evolution”) and the clinical focus (“aesthetic zone”).
	

	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 generally clear and provides a good overview of the topic by summarizing the evolution of dental ceramics and their application in the aesthetic zone. However, it could be made more comprehensive by briefly mentioning the classification of ceramics and highlighting future directions or innovations (such as hybrid ceramics and CAD/CAM advancements), as these are important aspects discussed in the manuscript. The clinical relevance of material selection is well noted, but the abstract could be slightly shortened by removing detailed phrases (e.g., “illustrated through clinical cases from the Fixed Prosthodontics Department at the Dental Clinic of Monastir”), which may not be necessary in the abstract. Overall, a minor revision would improve the clarity and completeness of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent publications up to 2024–2025, which is commendable.
	

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

	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and conveys the intended meaning. However, there are several minor grammatical errors, inconsistencies in punctuation, and occasional awkward sentence structures that affect the flow of reading. Headings and figure captions also show variations in formatting. A careful round of professional language editing or proofreading is recommended to ensure that the manuscript fully meets the standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	General Assessment
This chapter offers a detailed and clinically relevant review of the progression of dental ceramics, with particular focus on their use in the aesthetic zone. The content is well-structured, informative, and supported with recent references. It will be a useful resource for practitioners and postgraduate students interested in prosthodontics and restorative dentistry.

Strengths
1. Comprehensiveness – The manuscript systematically covers historical aspects, material classifications, and clinical applications, moving from feldspathic ceramics to advanced zirconia and hybrid ceramics.
2. Clinical relevance – Indications and limitations for each material are clearly described, which will be very practical for clinicians.
3. Use of illustrations and tables – Figures, SEM images, and comparative tables add clarity and strengthen the educational value of the work.
4. Up-to-date references – Inclusion of studies published up to 2024–2025 demonstrates the authors’ effort to remain current.

Suggestions for Improvement
1. Language and style – Minor grammatical inconsistencies and formatting issues (e.g., spacing, punctuation, capitalization in headings) should be corrected during proofreading.
2. Figures – Some images appear duplicated or misnumbered (e.g., Fig. 8–11). Captions should be carefully checked and arranged sequentially.
3. Introduction – Can be slightly shortened by reducing general information on smile esthetics, while focusing more directly on the objectives of the chapter.
4. Classification section – A comparative table highlighting the differences between Saadoun & Ferrari (1995) and Gracis et al. (2015) would improve readability.
5. Lithium disilicate section – Figures are out of order and should be re-arranged logically.
6. Hybrid ceramics – More discussion on long-term clinical survival and success rates would add strength to this section.
7. Conclusion – A brief mention of future directions (such as bioactive ceramics, nanotechnology, or AI-assisted CAD/CAM workflows) would make the conclusion more forward-looking.
8. References – Some entries are incomplete or inconsistent in format. Standardization of style (journal names, volume, pages) is recommended.

Recommendation
Minor Revision – The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-written. With the suggested minor improvements in figures, language editing, and reference formatting, it will be a valuable addition to the book.
	















	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)
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