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	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 article demonstrates extensive observational experience with magnification devices, which should serve as a foundation for understanding the importance of developing modern optical loupes that enable achieving optimal outcomes during tooth preparation. It is equally important that the use of magnification should not cause discomfort or diminish the quality of life and functional status of the clinician during the preparation process.
Very important observation
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is. There may be involved such criteria as not only “working posture” but also “working comfort”

	

	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.


	Yes, it is comprehensive and suitable. It has aim and very important methodology.
Methodological issues of the study are suitable in reviewer’s opinion
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is. Various things suggest scientific way of author’s thinking, such as «measuring the angular deviation» as such.
Scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are. There are 20 years old (maximum) articles that suggest sufficiency of them.
Recent and sufficient references
	

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


	I guess, yes. And of course suitable for scholarly communications
Suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is quite interesting and, in my opinion, does not require revisions. However, prospective studies may be necessary to clarify the impact of various factors on the success of tooth preparation and the health of the practitioner during procedures.
Very interesting work in general
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