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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 is valuable to the scientific community as it provides a comparative in-vitro evaluation between direct short fiber reinforced composites (SFRC), indirect CAD/CAM inlays and semidirect composite inlays by systematically analyzing both microleakage and microhardness properties. The study results help clinicians in making evidence-based decision for restoring high stress cavities, such as class II in molars. Furthermore, the study highlights the potential of SFRC in creating long-lasting posterior restorations.
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	The title accurately represents the essence of the manuscript. 
Use the full term MICROHARDNESS in the title.
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	The Abstract accurately summarizes the content of the paper and communicates the most important findings of the study.
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	The study is scientifically sound. The appropriate study design and statistical test were chosen to test the study hypothesis.
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	              Majority of the references are recent.
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	              Overall, the manuscript is well written with minor typographical and grammatical errors.
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	Suggestions for authors to improve the quality of the manuscript:

1. Rearrange the references throughout the manuscript in the numeric order.

2. Correct the typographical and grammatical errors.

3. Randomization is very important in experimental studies. Please state in the Methods section which randomization method was used for teeth grouping.

4. In the Methods section please state the names of the bonding agent, microhybrid and flowable composite used for restoration of the cavities, as well as the settings of the light-curing mode.

5. Figures 1 and 2 show the same results as Figures 3 and 4.
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