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	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 addresses an essential ethical and legal aspect of dental practice by exploring real-world perceptions and challenges related to informed consent. By adopting a qualitative approach, the study provides valuable insights into how informed consent is understood and implemented beyond formal guidelines. The findings highlight critical gaps between ethical principles and routine clinical practice, offering practical implications for dental education, policy development, and patient-centered care. Overall, the study contributes meaningfully to the existing literature by contextualizing informed consent within everyday dental settings.
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	While the current title reflects the general scope of the study, it appears somewhat broad and may not fully capture the qualitative depth and practice-oriented focus of the findings. A more specific and impactful title emphasizing practitioners’ perceptions, real-world challenges, or the gap between ethical principles and clinical practice could strengthen the manuscript’s visibility and appeal.

Suggested alternative titles include:
-Informed Consent in Dental Practice: A Qualitative Exploration of Practitioners’ Perceptions and Challenges
-Beyond Legal Formalities: Dentists’ Perspectives on Informed Consent in Clinical Practice
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	The abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured, clearly presenting the background, objectives, methods, and key findings. However, it may benefit from explicitly stating that the study follows a qualitative design in the methods section. Additionally, a brief clarification regarding the sample size or data saturation could further strengthen methodological transparency.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for its stated aims.
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	The references are largely sufficient and relevant, with an appropriate balance of foundational and recent literature.
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	The language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication.
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