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	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.


	1. Shows the relationship between Type 2 DM and periodontitis, and the effectiveness of periodontal therapy on HbA1c levels
2. Effectiveness of adjunct aPDT was explored


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable. However, instead of instead of action, a more scientific term would be more acceptable. You can use efficacy or effect. Eg: short-term effects of antimicrobial photodynamic therapy as an adjunct to non-surgical periodontal treatment of type 2 diabetic patients: a split-mouth double-blind randomized controlled clinical trial
.


	

	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.


	1.  “Two types of periodontal treatment to define the most effective clinical protocol for improving periodontal disease” – statement is kind of misleading. The study doesn’t not exactly compare two different types of treatment. aPDT is an adjunct. Please modify this sentence accordingly
2. “However, in the gingival crevicular fluid, the treatment associated with photodynamic therapy was significantly superior.” – please elaborate on how the aPDT group was superior—e.g., was the superiority reflected in a statistically significant reduction in gingival crevicular fluid volume,
3. “RAR” – The use of the abbreviation is unclear.
4. Conclusion can be more clear- Additionally you can add on the clinical implication of the results 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Please clarify the method used to confirm that patients had Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus (T2DM) and not Type 1 Diabetes Mellitus (T1DM) - medical history, laboratory data or clinical evaluation by a medical professional.
2. “After performing the periodontal chart during the reassessment period, there was a new SRP in the remaining periodontal pockets, justifying the prescription of antibiotic prophylaxis prior to the session,(. Please clarify why antibiotic prophylaxis was given. Provide detailed information regarding the type, dosage and duration of administration, and whether this regimen was standardized for all participants or changed based on individual patient factors like allergies. 
3. Please specify the number of periodontal sites evaluated per side and give information on the total number of sites at the test and control site that was taken for statistical analysis
4. Exact p-values for comparisons should be given.

5. Use of capital letters (E.g., A, B) to denote statistically significant differences should be explained clearly in the table legend

6. “significant decrease in the amount of gingival crevicular fluid in the SRP+aPDT group after 90 days” - include exact p-values to support this conclusion and specify whether these differences were statistically significant between groups or only within the SRP+aPDT group. Better to mention the clinical significance of the finding.
7. trend of improvement in the other laboratory parameters was observed” -  provide statistical comparisons and exact p-values for each parameter to indicate whether changes were statistically significant.
8. “increased GCF volume reflects the host's inflammatory response” – add more details. It would have been better if microbial load or inflammatory markers in GCF, or any  biomarkers were assessed. This would have supported the anti-inflammatory effect. It can be mentioned as a limitation.
9. Ensure all abbreviations are clearly defined at first use. Eg: “AM” is used without expansion
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