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	Choosing the best material for clinical application requires a grasp of how various materials behave. The final restoration of a broken or endodontically treated tooth is built upon a core build-up. The lifespan, stability, and success of crowns, bridges, and other fixed restorations are directly impacted by its mechanical strength.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No.
 Comparative Evaluation of Flexural Strength, Compressive Strength, and Fracture Resistance of Glass-Ceramic and Zirconia-Filled Core Build-Up Materials
	

	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.


	Yes, it doesn’t need any additions
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes and it is in agreement with other researches in this field
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. the article needs other new research references (2024 and 2024) example: in vitro assessment of fracture resistance of endodontically treated teeth restored with short fiber reinforced resin based composite and ceramic overlays (2025)
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The two materials in this study should’ve been also compared to conventional composite, which is the most popular material in this field

2. The researcher doesn’t mention light curing time, nor does it mention the start of the research time after curing the material

3. Why are the materials of not the same brand?

4. Needs more pictures
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Omer Waadullah Salih, University of Musol, Iraq

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

