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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 possesses considerable significance for  the extraordinary progression of dental ceramics. It offers guidance for the selection of materials, thereby assisting practitioners in optimizing treatment outcomes through the integration of aesthetic excellence with enduring durability. Moreover, the study underscores the variances in aesthetic results, mechanical integrity, optical characteristics, manufacturing processes, and clinical efficacy across diverse ceramic systems, which is essential for making informed decisions in everyday clinical practice. 
	

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

	It is moderately fit but the more depth title is "A Comprehensive Review of Dental Ceramics: Evolution, Classification, and Clinical Guidelines for Aesthetic and Restorative Applications." This may encapsulate all data included.
	

	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.

	It is largely guided but can add briefly list the main categories explored, such as glass-matrix ceramics (e.g., feldspathic, leucite-reinforced, lithium disilicate), polycrystalline ceramics (e.g., zirconia), and hybrid ceramics (resin-matrix ceramics)
Not need a value deletion
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	It is accepted scientifically.
The manuscript correctly highlights debates (e.g., increased translucency in newer zirconia often means reduced fracture toughness) and supports its claims with references to scientific studies regarding properties like fracture resistance, wear resistance, translucency, and bond strength of Zirconia-Reinforced Lithium Silicate (ZLS) ceramics
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
The manuscript includes 37  references across various sections, which is a good number for a comprehensive review article.
For a required field like dental materials, continuous capturing of new research is always beneficial. However, overall the provided material, the references are comprehensive and up-to-date.
	

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

	
It is good, the manuscript's language quality is robust and meets the standards expected for academic publications in the field of dental materials.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript appears to be a good contribution to the literature on dental ceramics, characterized by its accuracy, comprehensiveness, recent referencing, and professional presentation.
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	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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