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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 paper presents a solid in vitro comparison of flexural strength, microhardness,  fracture toughness between VITA Enamic (polymer-infiltrated ceramic)  IPS e.max CAD (lithium disilicate glass ceramic), following ISO stards. Key strengths include detailed sample preparation using waterjet machining, thermocycling in artificial saliva,  statistical analysis showing IPS e.max CAD's superiority (p<0.001).


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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.


	· Abstract Fixes: Exp abbreviations on first use, such as "dental CAD/CAM (computer-aided design/computer-aided manufacturing) systems."

· The abstract currently uses "CADCAM" without full form; apply this consistently for IPS e.max CAD  VITA Enamic too.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The paper presents a solid in vitro comparison of flexural strength, microhardness,  fracture toughness between VITA Enamic (polymer-infiltrated ceramic)  IPS e.max CAD (lithium disilicate glass ceramic), following ISO stards. Key strengths include detailed sample preparation using waterjet machining, thermocycling in artificial saliva,  statistical analysis showing IPS e.max CAD's superiority (p<0.001).

Reviewer Decision: Minor Revision (Accept after minor changes).

· Abstract Fixes: Exp abbreviations on first use, such as "dental CAD/CAM (computer-aided design/computer-aided manufacturing) systems."

· The abstract currently uses "CADCAM" without full form; apply this consistently for IPS e.max CAD  VITA Enamic too.

· Introduction Improvements: Add patient perspectives on issues with existing ceramics, like fracture or wear leading to discomfort,  dentist challenges such as milling difficulties or repairs.

· Restructure sequentially: start with problems prompting existing materials, their limitations,  how the novel polymer-infiltrated ceramic (VITA Enamic) addresses them versus lithium disilicate (IPS e.max CAD).

· Clearly differentiate: VITA Enamic has a porous ceramic-polymer network for flexibility; IPS e.max CAD features interlocking lithium disilicate crystals for higher strength.

· Materials  Methods Edits: Detail full clinical workflow: how blocks are milled into implants/restorations via CAD/CAM  installed (e.g., cementation).

· Format "List 1" as a proper table without borders or convert it fully.

· Exp SD (stard deviation), SE (stard error); define min/max explicitly; add units (e.g., MPa) to all table column headers.

· Results Presentation: Add units to graphs (e.g., MPa for flexural strength, HV or VHN for microhardness, MPa√m for fracture toughness in Table 6).

· Embed clear titles inside graphs; exp HV to Vickers Hardness Number (VHN).

· For all tables: Missing full SD/SE, min/max clarity - Define: SD=stard deviation (variability), SE=stard error (mean precision); label min/max.

· For Table 3: HV abbreviation - "HV (Vickers Hardness Number)".

· For Table 6: Fracture toughness units - Add "MPa√m".

· Discussion Enhancements: Justify unpaired t-test: used for independent groups (VITA Enamic vs. IPS e.max CAD); unlike paired t-test for repeated measures on same subjects.

· Add sections on material lifespan (e.g., fatigue limits), density/weight (VITA Enamic lighter, easier milling),  focus on IPS e.max CAD's superior strength.

· Suggest future saliva-equivalent moisture absorption tests for both; note lower VITA Enamic hardness reduces antagonist wear.

· These changes will strengthen readability  completeness without major rewrites.
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