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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 manuscript highlights the potential of nanotechnology to advance modern dentistry through improved antimicrobial activity, tissue remineralization, and enhanced restorative materials. It contributes to bridging material science with dental practice, offering safer and more effective treatment strategies. The findings can guide future research and clinical applications in nanodentistry.
	

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

	The current title “Nanoparticles with applications in dentistry” is clear, but it could be made more concise and impactful. It sounds a bit general and not very engaging for a scientific audience.
Suggested alternative
Nanoparticles in Dentistry: Applications and Future Perspectives
	

	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 looks too short and incomplete—it only introduces the topic and lists some nanoparticle types, but it doesn’t include the scope, findings, or conclusion. For a scientific article, reviewers usually expect a more structured abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic, and the overall scientific concept is correct: nanoparticles such as silver, zinc oxide, hydroxyapatite, and titanium dioxide are indeed widely studied for their antimicrobial, remineralization, and restorative applications in dentistry. However, certain sections need revision to ensure scientific accuracy and clarity. Specifically, the references (8–14) that deal with rapeseed oil are unrelated to nanodentistry and should be removed or replaced with appropriate literature. In addition, the abstract currently lacks key components such as scope, main findings, and conclusions, which are necessary for a comprehensive scientific summary. With these corrections and a stronger focus on evidence-based applications of nanoparticles in dentistry, the manuscript will be scientifically sound and more valuable to the research community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references listed in the manuscript are partially sufficient and include some recent and relevant studies (e.g., references 4–7). However, references 8–14, which focus on rapeseed oil, are unrelated to nanodentistry and should be removed. To strengthen the manuscript, the authors should include more recent and specialized references on nanomaterials in dentistry, particularly from the last 5 years, covering antimicrobial coatings, remineralization, and orthodontic applications. Suggested additions include:

Alsahib, S.A., Thejeel, K.A.”Synthesis of zinc oxide (ZnO) and study on mechanical properties of polymeric dental filling” International Journal of Drug Delivery Technology, 2021, 11(2), pp. 451–454


	

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

	
The manuscript’s English language and style are generally understandable, but there are several areas that need improvement for scholarly communication
Weaknesses:
Sentence structure: Some sentences are long, fragmented, or awkward (e.g., “Here are some types of nanoparticles used in dentistry…).
Verb tense consistency: Mix of present and past tenses in sections describing applications; should be consistent (usually present tense for general facts).
Word choice: Words like “it was discovered” or “here are” are informal; replace with scholarly alternatives such as “studies have shown” or “this manuscript reviews.”
Abstract and introduction: Too brief or general; requires more formal phrasing and full sentences.
References within text: Some phrasing like “figure 2” could be integrated more smoothly into sentences.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic in modern dentistry and provides a useful overview of the applications of nanoparticles in preventive, restorative, and orthodontic treatments. The content is scientifically sound, but some areas need improvement, including the abstract, language, and reference list. References 8–14 are unrelated to nanodentistry and should be removed or replaced with more recent and relevant studies. The English language requires minor editing for clarity, conciseness, and formal scholarly style. Overall, the manuscript has potential to contribute valuable insights to the field once these revisions are made.
Figures and URLs should be checked for proper citation and copyright compliance. The manuscript is suitable for revision and may proceed once the suggested changes are implemented.



	



	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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

there do not appear to be any ethical issues
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