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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.

	The manuscript is important for the scientific community, especially dentists as it throws light on the intricacies of shade selection for dental restorations and prostheses. Good shade matching is a crucial part of treatment nowadays, because of increased awareness and aesthetic demands among patients. This manuscript is useful not only for prosthodontists but also for all the other dental specialists as it describes the basics of dental colour matching in detail.
	

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

	The title is suitable.
	

	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 comprehensive but I suggest omission of in-text citations from the abstract, as the abstract is but a summary of the complete text, so the citations must ideally start from the introduction section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but requires following minor revisions:
1. Manuscript can benefit from a complete grammar check as it contains a few of spelling mistakes.
2. Suitable references must be added for the sections discussing “History” of shade selection.
3. The section discussing basics of colour science must also contain references for the mentioned facts, such as the role of rods and cones in retina.
4. Kindly add photographs of case scenarios discussed in the end, if available.
5. The clinical protocol mentioned at the end of the manuscript must also have a reference if it has been adapted from an existing text. If the authors have formulated it anew, they must mention that they “recommend” this novel protocol.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but not arranged properly. 
1. The manuscript has 20 in-text citations while the given references are 50 in number. Kindly remove the references which have not bee cited within the main body of text.
2. The in text citations are not in chronological order.
3. Additional references may be added in the sections discussing history, evolution and basics of shade selection.
	

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

	The manuscript requires a thorough grammar and spelling check.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Author’s Feedback (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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