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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Although the topic is clinically relevant, the descriptive character of the writing and the absence of high-quality comparative data in the included studies limit the manuscript's significance to the scientific community.
 The review does not significantly enhance theory or offer clear recommendations for practice, but it does point out significant gaps in our knowledge of the thermal and antibacterial performance of liner materials. 
Its main contribution is to highlight the need for more thorough, standardized experimental and clinical research in this field by pointing out discrepancies and methodological errors in the body of existing work.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title seems clear, specific, and clinically relevant.
	

	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 covers background, scope, themes, and general conclusions, but it lacks key methodological and results detail needed for a strong systematic-review abstract. 
Add 1–2 concrete outcomes.

Shorten general background (first two sentences) to make room for methods and results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-conceived but several of its conclusions are overly broad and inconsistently backed up by solid evidence. The claims strength and scientific precision are undermined by methodological errors in the review process. Introduction needs to be revised. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Seems fine but overall, the manuscript would benefit particularly from studies published in the last 5 years.
	

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


	The language and English quality seem not very suitable, the manuscript contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, repetition and typing errors that reduces clarity and readability of the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important clinical topic, but major revisions are needed to improve like introduction section and methodology section to bring clarity.

Language quality needs major improvement so as to make it more suitable for publication.

The manuscript addresses a relevant clinical topic but requires substantial improvements majorly in introduction and methodology section.
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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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