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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 manuscript has direct implication for improving the clinical practice as the study evaluates the tooth discoloration caused by the sealers used in routine endodontic practice, with and without ultrasonic agitation. Discoloration of the endodontically treated tooth and aesthetic concern of the patient warrants the selection of better material for obturation. Hence, scientific community would find this manuscript as an important document.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	I would suggest to mention the topic of the stud as “Effect of three endodontic sealers and ultrasonic agitation on tooth discoloration - An invitro study”
	

	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 complete with inclusion of background, aim, methods, results, and conclusion.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	Yes, the quality of language is proper and is suitable for scholarly communications but needs minor grammatical corrections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	General overview

The study evaluates the tooth discoloration caused by commonly used sealers in the routine endodontic practice, with and without ultrasonic agitation. The topic is clinically relevant, and the methodology aligns with previous studies. However, several methodological limitations reduce the strength of the conclusions.

Title

Title is clear and concise and accurately reflects the variables investigated but mentioning it an in vitro study could make the title more clear

Abstract

The abstract is complete with inclusion of background, aim, methods, results, and conclusion.

Introduction

It is well-written, with progression from problem to materials used and use of ultrasonic agitation along with justification of clinical importance in endodontic practice. Inclusion of current literature with references makes the introduction complete. Yet, elaborative explanation of mechanism of tooth discoloration could have been done

Methodology

The sample size is adequate. The standardization of specimen is good. Yet, randomization process is not described. Addition of negative control group could have been done. Furthermore, operator calibration is not mentioned. The Continuous immersion of sample in solution does not perfectly simulate intra-oral dynamics and thermocycling of the sample has not been done as immersion alone doesn’t simulate aging. Blinding of the outcome accessor could have been to avoid bias.

Discussion

It attempts to contextualize results in literature with logical progression and inclusion of references of previous studies for comparing the findings of the study,

Conclusion

It addresses the aim of the study but addition of the limitation of the study as a in vitro study could have been done.
Disclosure

Transparent AI disclosure is commendable.

Consent and Ethical approval

Inclusion of this section is good. But mentioning ethical approval as not applicable may be insufficient as extracted animal tissues may require institutional approval.

References

There is comprehensive coverage of literatures with inclusion of recent studies.
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