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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 (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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant and contemporary topic in periodontology by consolidating the transition from the traditional concept of gingival biotype to the multidimensional periodontal phenotype. It provides a clinically oriented synthesis of biological mechanisms, diagnostic approaches, and therapeutic implications across periodontal, orthodontic, restorative, and implant disciplines. The integration of recent systematic reviews, randomized clinical trials, and consensus classifications strengthens its translational value. Overall, the review contributes meaningfully to evidence-based, phenotype-driven treatment planning and supports the growing movement toward personalized
periodontal care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. The title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope and clinical focus of the review. Optional alternative, if desired:
“Periodontal Phenotype and Gingival Biotype: Clinical Implications for Risk Assessment and Personalized Therapy”
	

	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.
	es, the abstract is comprehensive, well structured, and appropriately summarizes the conceptual framework, clinical relevance, and objectives of the review.
Minor suggestions:
Consider briefly mentioning implant therapy explicitly in the first paragraph to reinforce the interdisciplinary scope.
Optionally, include a short concluding sentence highlighting the impact on “clinical decision-making” or “treatment predictability” to further strengthen translational emphasis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound and consistent with current periodontal classification systems and contemporary literature. The biological rationale linking tissue thickness to wound stability, recession susceptibility, and peri-implant remodeling is accurate and well supported by cited systematic reviews and
clinical trials. The methodology for literature selection is appropriate for a narrative review, and limitations are transparently acknowledged.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list is extensive, relevant, and includes major consensus reports, systematic reviews, and randomized clinical trials up to 2025. The balance between foundational classification papers and recent clinical evidence is appropriate. No mandatory additional references are required.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes. The manuscript demonstrates high linguistic quality, appropriate academic tone, and precise technical terminology. Only minimal copy-editing for stylistic consistency may be required by the journal.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Figures or schematic tables summarizing phenotype assessment methods and clinical decision pathways could further enhance didactic value but are not essential.

The manuscript is well organized and suitable for publication in a clinical or translational periodontology journal.
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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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