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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.


	The manuscript is important for the scientific community as it systematically bridges the disciplines of periodontics and forensic odontology, highlighting how periodontal tissues can serve as reliable and underutilized markers for human identification, age estimation, and trauma analysis. By integrating emerging evidence on artificial intelligence–driven diagnostics, imaging, and implant recognition, the review provides a contemporary framework that reflects the evolving technological landscape of forensic sciences. It also critically addresses the limitations of conventional methods while emphasizing the need for standardization, interdisciplinary collaboration, and robust validation of AI-based approaches. Overall, the article offers valuable insights for clinicians, forensic experts, and researchers, and sets a foundation for future translational research at the intersection of dental science, digital technologies, and the legal system.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is largely suitable and well aligned with the scope and content of the manuscript.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well-structured, as it clearly outlines the background, scope, methodologies discussed, and the significance of integrating periodontics with forensic odontology and artificial intelligence. It successfully highlights key periodontal structures, conventional forensic applications, and the emerging role of AI, providing readers with a clear overview of the manuscript’s intent and relevance.

However, a few minor refinements are suggested to further strengthen the abstract:

1. Addition:

Briefly mention the methodology (e.g., narrative review based on literature search from PubMed and Google Scholar) to improve transparency and align with standard abstract reporting.

Add a short statement on the clinical and forensic implications or potential impact on legal investigations and standardization.

2. Condensation / Deletion:

Some detailed descriptions (e.g., listing multiple age estimation techniques individually) could be slightly condensed to improve readability and avoid overloading the abstract with specifics better suited for the main text.

3. Clarity and Flow:

Minor language polishing could improve fluency, particularly where traditional methods and AI-based approaches are discussed together.

Overall, the abstract effectively summarizes the manuscript, and only minor revisions are recommended to enhance clarity, conciseness, and methodological completeness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes & overall, the manuscript demonstrates good scientific accuracy, appropriate referencing, and a balanced interpretation of both conventional and emerging methodologies
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are largely sufficient, relevant, and appropriately recent.
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, and the scientific concepts
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