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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 case underscores the predictable outcomes achievable with modern adhesive systems and minimally invasive preparations, offering clinicians an evidence-based framework for restoring function and aesthetics while preserving tooth structure. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is largely suitable and descriptive, but it could be slightly refined for better clarity and impact.
Suggested Alternative Title:


A Digital Workflow for Aesthetic Rehabilitation of Severe Fluorosis: Combined Laser Gingival Recontouring and Ceramic Veneers


	

	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 is good and informative, but I suggest some changes
· Added: The specific treatments performed ("digital workflow," "eight maxillary lithium disilicate ceramic veneers," "laser gingivectomy," "mandibular direct composite veneers").

· Added: The treatment outcome ("highly satisfied," "maintained at a 3-month review").

· Added: The TFI score (TFI=7) to quantitatively define the severity.

· Removed: The slightly redundant phrase "by Direct and Indirect Veneers-" from the title within the abstract, as the methods are now detailed in the text.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	scientifically correct and clinically sound. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Suggestions for Additional References: A more specific reference on digital veneers could be sought).
Joda, T., Ferrari, M., Gallucci, G. O., Wittneben, J. G., & Brägger, U. (2017). Digital technology in fixed implant prosthodontics. Periodontology 2000, 73(1), 178-192. (While focused on implants, it's a cornerstone paper for digital workflows in prosthodontics. 
	

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


	There are Minor Grammatical Errors:
· Original: "Post clinical examinations, radiographs..."

· Suggested: "Following clinical examinations, radiographs..." ("Post" is better used as a prefix, e.g., "post-operative").

· Original: "Temporization was carried out by spot etching..."

· Suggested: "Provisional restorations were fabricated by spot etching..." ("Temporization" is understood but "provisionalization" is the more modern clinical term).
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