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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 study addresses a clinically relevant issue related to the polymerization efficiency of resin composites, which directly influences the longevity and performance of composite restorations. Understanding the effect of storage temperature and curing time can help clinicians optimize handling and curing protocols in daily practice. The findings contribute useful evidence regarding the safe use of refrigerated composite materials. Overall, the study adds practical value for restorative dentistry and clinical decision-making.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Minor shortening could improve readability, but it is acceptable in its current for
	

	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 generally well structured and includes background, objectives, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, the results section could be slightly refined by clearly stating the statistical significance and key comparative outcomes. Minor language polishing is recommended for clarity and conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, methodology, and statistical analysis are appropriate for the stated objectives. The use of Vickers microhardness testing and ANOVA for intergroup comparisons is justified. The discussion appropriately correlates the findings with previous literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant to the topic. The manuscript includes both classical and recent studies, supporting the rationale and discussion effectively. A few additional recent references (within the last 5 years) could further strengthen the discussion, but this is not mandatory.
	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical errors, repetition, and sentence restructuring are required. Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity and flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and clinically relevant. Minor revisions related to language, formatting consistency, and clarity of results interpretation are recommended to improve overall quality.
The manuscript is scientifically sound and clinically relevant, requiring only minor revisions related to language polishing and clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No.

This is an in vitro study conducted on restorative materials and does not involve human participants or animals. Therefore, ethical approval is not required.
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