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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 study addresses a highly relevant topic in restorative and esthetic dentistry: the long-term color stability of composite resins. With the introduction of single-shade (monochromatic) composite materials into the market, clinicians are increasingly interested in understanding whether these materials can provide aesthetic results comparable to traditional multi-shade systems. By comparing Omnichroma with Filtek Z350 XT under a simulated coffee-staining environment, the study provides valuable insight into the clinical applicability of these new materials. The findings contribute to evidence-based decision-making in material selection for Class V restorations and highlight the limitations of visual color evaluation in dental research, emphasizing the need for instrumental assessment methods.  
	

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

	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content and objective of the study.
No alternative title is required.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the aim, design, methodology, results, and conclusion.

Suggestions:
 • Add the sample size (15 teeth / 30 cavities) for better clarity.
 • Mention that the assessment was based on visual evaluation and note that instrumental methods (spectrophotometry) are recommended for future studies.

No major deletion is required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically acceptable. The methodology, randomization, cavity standardization, and staining protocol are clearly described and well-controlled. The use of appropriate non-parametric statistical tests strengthens the credibility of the results.

However, the exclusive reliance on visual color assessment, combined with the poor inter-rater agreement (Cohen’s Kappa = 0.179), introduces a significant limitation and reduces the overall objectivity of the findings. The addition of instrumental color analysis (e.g., spectrophotometer) would markedly improve accuracy and reliability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are relevant, up-to-date (mostly 2021–2024), and well aligned with the research topic. They sufficiently support the background, methodology, and discussions. No essential references appear to be missing.
	

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

	
Yes, the language is appropriate for academic publication. Only minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are suggested, especially in the discussion section, to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The research idea is relevant and well-structured.
 • Figures and tables are clear and supportive.
 • The sample size is relatively small, limiting generalizability.
 • Using only one staining agent (coffee) is a limitation.
 • Recommending future studies to include:
 • Larger sample size
 • Instrumental color measurements (CIELab / ΔE)
 • Multiple staining media (tea, cola, red wine, smoking)
 • In vivo evaluations

Overall, the study shows good scientific effort and clinical importance.

The study is relevant and methodologically organized, but requires strengthening through objective color measurement tools and an increased sample size to enhance scientific robustness and reproducibility.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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