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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 study looks at a real issue many patients have with in-office bleaching — sensitivity. The idea of using chitosan is interesting and not something we see much in clinical trials. Even though the whitening result was the same, the reduction in pain makes it clinically helpful. I think it brings useful data for both everyday practice and future studies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear and reflects the study well.

	

	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 overall fine. It might help to briefly mention in the results that the odds of feeling pain were much lower in the chitosan group. That was a strong point of the findings.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study was well-designed. Randomization and blinding were clearly explained. The results make sense and the conclusion is based on data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, enough references and many of them are recent. I don’t think anything major is missing.

	

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


	It’s understandable, but some parts could use light editing — just to make the wording smoother and more academic in a few areas.

	

	Optional/General comments


	It’s a solid study. Simple idea, but clinically meaningful. The method is strong and it adds something useful to the bleaching literature.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. The study was approved and registered. Consent was obtained.
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