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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This book chapter provides an important overview of nanoparticles in dentistry, highlighting their unique properties and broad applications, including antimicrobial effects, restorative uses, orthodontic coatings, and enamel remineralization. The work contributes to the scientific community by consolidating knowledge from various fields (nanotechnology, biomaterials, and orthodontics) into practical applications for dental sciences. It is especially relevant for researchers and clinicians seeking to understand the evolving role of nanomaterials in oral health care. The manuscript emphasizes both benefits and biosafety concerns, which makes it significant for guiding future studies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable. It is concise, clear, and accurately reflects the content of the chapter. No change required.
	

	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 clear and gives an overview of nanoparticle types and their applications. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the concern of biosafety and toxicity, which is discussed later in the conclusion. This addition would provide a more balanced summary.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound. It covers classifications, synthesis methods, and applications in various branches of dentistry. The explanations are logical and aligned with existing literature.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references include several recent studies (2018–2022) on antimicrobial nanoparticles and dental applications, which are appropriate. However, some older references unrelated to dentistry (e.g., multiple citations on rapeseed oil rheology) are not relevant to the subject. The authors should remove or replace those with more focused nanodentistry literature. Suggested additional references could include recent systematic reviews on nanomaterials in restorative dentistry or orthodontics (2023–2024).

	

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

	
The English is generally understandable but requires moderate editing. Certain sentences are long and could be simplified for clarity. There are also instances of inconsistent terminology (e.g., switching between “brace” and “dental appliance”). Proofreading is needed to improve flow.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The chapter is informative and comprehensive. Refining the reference list to remove irrelevant sources and polishing the English would improve readability and scholarly value. Including more discussion on biosafety would further strengthen the manuscript.

The chapter provides valuable knowledge about nanoparticles in dentistry but requires revision. The main revisions include:
1.	Streamlining the reference list to remove irrelevant works and add more updated nanodentistry research.
2.	Editing the English for clarity and conciseness.
3.	Strengthening the abstract by including limitations (toxicity/biosafety).
Once these revisions are made, the chapter will be a solid contribution to the book.



	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
No ethical issues are identified.
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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