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

	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.


	This study provides a comprehensive and timely overview of contemporary surface modification techniques for dental implants. The topic is highly relevant to the field of implant dentistry, and the authors have successfully compiled a substantial amount of information on both established and emerging technologies. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 good but could be slightly strengthened by mentioning one or two of the most promising emerging techniques (e.g., photofunctionalization, carbon nanomaterial coatings) to hook the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. References 26 and 31 are identical (Yeo, 2022).
2. Some journals are abbreviated, others are not; some DOIs are presented as full URLs, others are not
	

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


	Minor corrections required
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript states, "We had identified 25 narrative reviews which were eligible for our investigation," and that they were scored using SANRA. However, the results of this assessment are not presented.
2. Several concepts and cited authors (e.g., Yeo I.S., Chang L.C., Jambulkar) are repeated multiple times throughout the manuscript, often with very similar phrasing. The text should be consolidated to improve conciseness and flow.
3. Consider reorganizing the Discussion by technological themes (e.g., "Mechanical and Chemical Modifications," "Bioactive and Biomimetic Coatings," "Antimicrobial Strategies," "Nanoscale and Photofunctionalization Approaches"), and within each theme, discuss the evidence from high, medium, and low-quality reviews.
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