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	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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Title of Manuscript: Spanlastics as a carrier for drug delivery: A comprehensive review with therapeutic applications



1. Does the manuscript address a novel and relevant scientific question?

Consider adding a critical comparative analysis of spanlastics vs other nanocarriers to better emphasize its relevance and distinctiveness.


2. Are the objectives of the review clearly defined and justified?

Clearly state the specific aims of the review in the introduction and align each major section with those objectives. A graphical roadmap or table summarizing the scope would enhance clarity.



3. Is the literature coverage adequate and up-to-date?

Include recent systematic reviews or meta-analyses (if available) on spanlastics. Add a section discussing regulatory status or clinical translation of spanlastic-based formulations.



4. Is the information organized logically with clear transitions?

Reorganize the structure using subheadings for each major theme (e.g., composition, mechanisms, delivery routes). Consider adding a summary table at the end of each major section to recap key points.



5. Is the scientific accuracy and quality of data presentation acceptable?


Ensure that all figures and tables are included in the final submission. Cross-check all reference citations for accuracy and formatting per journal guidelines.



6. To strengthen the significance and depth of the results, I recommend citing and incorporating insights from recent advancements in related fields such as: https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0235129    https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-78525-w https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-66895-0   https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-65423-4 https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-60401-2   https://doi.org/10.1002/zamm.202400072 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.padiff.2023.100601   https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-45707-x

7.  Does the review critically analyze current limitations and challenges?


Add a dedicated section on limitations and challenges, including potential toxicity, scalability, and long-term stability issues. Include a table summarizing challenges and proposed solutions.



8. Are the conclusions supported by the reviewed evidence?


Provide a more cautious and evidence-backed conclusion, emphasizing areas where further research is needed. Use quantitative data (if available) to support major claims.



9. Is the language, grammar, and formatting of publishable quality?

Extensively revise the manuscript for language clarity and conciseness. Consider professional English editing. Use active voice where possible and simplify complex sentences.



Additional Suggestions:

· Add a flowchart or infographic showing the mechanism of spanlastic penetration and comparison to other vesicles.

· Introduce a “Research Gaps & Future Trends” table for clarity.

· Consider adding case studies or product examples to bridge theory with application.


The manuscript presents valuable insights on spanlastics but requires substantial reorganization, critical analysis, and language revision. The scientific depth is promising, but clarity and coherence need to be improved. 
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