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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 importance of this manuscript that it focuses on using digital dentistry in all dental techniques starting from scanning to fabrication of the dental restorations+ which create more accurate dental restorations and make the dental process more efficient and easier, also this manuscript focuses on solving the problem of microleakage and enhancing the marginal integrity of dental composite inlay by using digital workflow which enhance the dental design and fitting of dental inlay.
Additionally, the manuscript underscores the importance of digital dentistry in minimizing human error, reducing the risk of restoration failure, and ultimately delivering better patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it’s suitable, but I might suggest to do rearrange of it, to make it shorter and more precise for example; 

“Microleakage Evaluation of Two Different Fabricated Composite Inlay, in vitro study.
	

	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’s comprehensive and explains the study precisely, but I suggest to define exactly the type of teeth that were used in this study not just mentioned that they were multirooted extracted human teeth, the author must define if it’s premolars or molars.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it’s scientifically correct as digital fabricated dental restorations will be more accurate and less microleakage is expected due to minimizing the human errors 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think the references are sufficient and recent but I suggest the author read this article; 

Kumbuloglu O, Tezvergil-Mutluay A, Saracoglu A, Lassila L  and Vallittu K. Marginal Adaptation and Microleakeage of Directly and Indirectly Made Fiber Reinforced Composite Inlays The Open Dentistry Journal .2011 5-33..DOI: 10.2174/1874210601105010033

	

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


	Yes, it was easy to understand, and the suitable for all readers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript overall was good, but it was better to do 4 subgroups when doing the comparison between the two different fabricated composite to have a more precise results; the subgroups are ( control group; conventional impression and conventional inlay fabrication, 2nd group: conventional impression + 3D printing fabrication method, 3rd group digital scanner for impression + conventional fabrication method, 4th group digital scanning method + 3D printing fabrication inlay ).

 Moreover, Regarding the material and methods section the author needs to explain in details the design of the inlay composite cavity preparation and the measurements of the depth and width of the cavity preparation and the teeth that were used in this study.
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