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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 (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 presents a structured and thorough overview of the various anterior and posterior matrix systems used in restorative dentistry. The review spans historical development, clinical applications, material classifications, and practical design distinctions. The authors clearly aim to provide a resource that is both academically useful and clinically relevant.
	

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

	Yes.
	

	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.
	

	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.
	Yes.
	

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

	No. Some minor grammatical inconsistencies can be found.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Additionally, some practical recommendations for selecting matrix systems in specific clinical scenarios (e.g., deep cervical lesions, tight interproximal spaces) would enrich the clinical usability of the paper.
Some minor grammatical inconsistencies can be found in the abstract and section headers.
The bibliography is adequate, though incorporation of more recent systematic reviews (if available) could enhance the scientific strength of the review.
Minor Revision. Overall, this is a solid and well-prepared review paper that contributes meaningfully to the field. With a few targeted improvements, especially adding a bit more clinical judgment and evidence-based differentiation. I would be happy to recommend it for publication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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