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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This chapter provides a comprehensive and up-to-date synthesis of the evolution from gingival biotype to periodontal phenotype and its clinical implications. It integrates current evidence across periodontics, orthodontics, restorative dentistry, and implant therapy, highlighting phenotype-informed treatment planning. The manuscript is valuable for clinicians and postgraduate students as it translates biologic concepts into practical decision-making pathways. It also emphasizes emerging diagnostic workflows, supporting personalized periodontal care.
	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the scope and clinical focus of the chapter.

	

	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 comprehensive. Minor suggestions include briefly mentioning orthodontic implications and digital diagnostic approaches to further reflect the full scope of the chapter.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound and supported by contemporary literature, systematic reviews, and randomized clinical trials. Concepts are consistent with current periodontal classification and consensus reports.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. References are adequate and largely recent (up to 2025). Inclusion of additional long-term clinical outcome studies on peri-implant soft tissue augmentation could further strengthen the chapter, but current references are acceptable.
	

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

	
The language is generally understandable; however, minor grammatical inconsistencies, capitalization errors, and formatting issues are present. Professional language editing is recommended for scholarly polish.



	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	
Figures should be better aligned and labeled consistently. Some sections would benefit from minor restructuring for flow, particularly in the methods and conclusion. Standardization of capitalization in headings and references is advised.
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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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