Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Dental Sciences  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJDS_132706

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	DIAMETER STANDARDISATION OF COMMERCIALLY AVAILABLE GUTTA PERCHA CONES

	Type of the Article
	Original research


	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.


	The authors of this publication conducted research on the standardisation of gutta-percha cones utilised in endodontic operations. By implementing standardised and precise measurements to mitigate discrepancies in cone diameters among manufacturers, improving compatibility and raising the accuracy of root canal procedures, which I believe constitutes commendable effort and will significantly benefit practitioners.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I believe the title is appropriate and concisely conveys the topic of this work.

	

	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 of this paper is rather elaborate; I urge that the authors revise it to enhance conciseness. The abstract currently has about 600 words; I believe 250 words would suffice.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript appears to be scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are suitable, they seem insufficient for an original research piece. I recommend incorporating additional recent references and numbering them appropriately.

	

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


	Language is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The whole paper seems scientifically accurate and highly useful, although requires minor modifications.
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	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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