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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 article is important for clinical and scholarly community as it shows us the evidence on evaluation from Gingival Biotype to Periodontal Phenotype and clearly emphasizes on clinical decision making across multiple formats of Dentistry. This Manuscript focused on considering periodontal phenotype as a risk modifier rather than simple descriptive concept. Overall, this article contributes to strengthening tailored periodontal care and provides a useful foundation to guide future studies and clinical protocols.


	

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

	This title looks suitable to current article with minor addition “From Biotype to Therapy: Tailoring Periodontal Treatment Outcome.” This article emphasizes the treatment outcome.

	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive. It captures the scope of study giving reader an accurate overview of article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The Manuscript sounds scientifically appropriate. However, minor clarifications in certain sections could strengthen further.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient and recent. They support the article in all the aspects.
	

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

	
Language/ English Quality of this article is appropriate and suitable for scholarly communications. However, revision is needed for spelling mistakes before final publication.


	

	Optional/General comments.

	
The article emphasizes that periodontal phenotype should not depend on a single method and highlights the potential value of state of art diagnostic tools. However, clear guidance on how clinicians can integrate these tools with traditional chairside methods, particularly in settings where routine access to these advanced technologies would enhance the article’s clinical applicability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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