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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Critical Comments:

1. Short Follow-Up Time
The case report includes only a three-month follow-up. This is a very limited time frame to evaluate how well the restorations perform over the long term. The authors should consider mentioning this as a limitation in the discussion or conclusion.

2. Choice of Composite Instead of Ceramic
While the authors opted for composite veneers due to their cost-effectiveness and ease of repair, the manuscript does not provide a clear comparison with other restorative options, especially modern ceramic materials. A brief justification or comparison would help readers understand why composite was preferred in this particular case.

3. Use of Splint Without Behavioral Follow-Up
The clinical steps related to providing a stabilization splint were well described. However, since bruxism often has behavioral or psychological triggers, it would have been beneficial to elaborate on whether the suggested psychological support or other behavioral interventions were actually implemented. This would have made the management approach more holistic.

4. Excessive Mention of Product Names
The article lists almost every brand and product used during the procedure, which might make the content feel overly commercial. It's suggested to mention only a few representative products and focus more on the materials and technique to maintain a scientific tone.

5. Minor Language Issues
While the manuscript is generally well-written, a few sentences can be improved for clarity. For instance, the sentence that mentions how the new veneers lasted while previous ones failed within 24 hours could be rephrased to make it clearer and more concise.
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