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	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.


	The research provides specific, quantitative data, revealing that while both tested materials (Fusion Core DC Flo and LuxaCore Z) offer satisfactory performance and adequate fracture resistance for clinical use, Fusion Core DC Flo demonstrated a significantly higher flexural strength. the manuscript contributes valuable scientific information that aids dental practitioners and researchers in selecting appropriate core build-up materials based on the specific mechanical demands of the restoration.
Clinical relevance is more important
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Suitable
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive in structure, effectively covering the background, aim, methodology, key results, and conclusion. It successfully identifies the research gap (limited comparative data between glass ceramic and zirconia filled core build-up materials) and reports the main statistical outcome (significantly higher flexural strength for one material)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The authors state that the study was conducted in vitro, without considering factors like fatigue loading, thermal cycling, or long-term degradation, and only two materials were tested. The clear acknowledgment of these limitations is a sign of good scientific practice.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Regarding recency, the manuscript utilizes several up-to-date sources published between 2020 and 2023, which address current research on core build-up material comparisons and systematic reviews of fracture resistance. However, the list also includes foundational literature dating back as far as 2003, 2004, and 2005. While foundational sources are necessary, some concepts relating to nano-hybrid and zirconia composites could benefit from replacement or addition of more recent comprehensive review articles, given the rapid advancements in dental material science.

	

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


	The language and English quality demonstrated throughout the manuscript excerpts are suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a valuable in-vitro comparison of two modern dual-cure core build-up materials, effectively addressing a specific gap in the literature regarding the direct comparison between glass ceramic–based and zirconia-filled composites
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