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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.


	I think this manuscript addresses an important and timely topic. With the growing interest in precision medicine, exploring the role of pharmacogenomics in community pharmacy—especially for managing depression—adds valuable insight into a practical application area. I like that the authors aim to bridge scientific findings with real-world pharmacy practice, which could help push this field toward more patient-centered care. That said, I feel that the manuscript sometimes lacks depth in analyzing the implementation challenges and could benefit from a more critical evaluation of the existing evidence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title is largely suitable and engaging; however, it could be more precise. It implies a transformation without clearly framing the scope (i.e., is it a review or a study?). I suggest:
"From DNA to Doses: A Review of How Pharmacogenomics Enhances Depression Treatment in Community Pharmacy Practice"
This version clarifies that it's a review and centers on the theme of implementation.
	

	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 covers the core themes but feels disjointed and overly packed with jargon without smooth transitions. I would recommend the following:

· Improve coherence by linking the ideas more clearly (e.g., the role of CYP450 variants to treatment decisions).

· Clarify that this is a review article.

· Consider removing some gene-specific details and instead give a high-level summary of findings, implications, and future directions.

· Add one sentence at the end stating the significance for community pharmacy practice.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript is generally scientifically accurate, with appropriate mention of key genetic polymorphisms (e.g., CYP2D6, CYP2C19, SLC6A4, BDNF) and their impact on antidepressant metabolism. However, I think the paper could benefit from better structuring of its arguments and clearer connections between pharmacogenomic data and actual patient outcomes. Also, certain sections (e.g., on combinatorial pharmacogenomics) read like promotional text and would benefit from a more critical, evidence-based tone.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the references are mostly sufficient and include several recent sources, which is commendable. That said, some key clinical guidelines like CPIC or FDA pharmacogenomic labeling could be cited more clearly when discussing implementation barriers and drug-gene interactions. For instance, referencing the Clinical Pharmacogenetics Implementation Consortium (CPIC) guidelines would bolster the credibility of the claims.

Suggested addition:

· Caudle KE, et al. (2020). Clinical Pharmacogenetics Implementation Consortium guidelines for CYP2D6 and CYP2C19.


	

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


	I think the English quality is understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly communication. There are several grammatical errors, awkward phrases, and inconsistent capitalizations (e.g., "pharmacogenomics (PGx)can provide valuable..."). A professional language edit is needed to improve flow, consistency, and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	While the topic is highly relevant , I think significant improvements in structure, language, and critical analysis are needed before it can be accepted for publication.
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