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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 paper studies a niche subject from the standpoint of nutraceuticals as agents in treating refractive issues: myopia, hyperopia, astigmatism, and presbyopia. Considering the global burden placed by uncorrected refractive errors and the rising interest in integrative health approaches, this review sheds light on adjunctive, non-invasive treatments. It tries to explain the biochemical pathway of the effects of nutraceuticals, which include antioxidant and anti-inflammatory compounds, possibly bringing about alterations in ocular tissue remodelling and function. The choice of this topic indeed paves the way for more interdisciplinary collaboration in nutrition, pharmacology, and optometry.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	1. The Role of Nutraceuticals in Refractive Eye Disorders: A New Horizon in Vision Care.

2. The Role of Nutraceuticals in Refractive Eye Disorders: A New Avenue in Vision Care.
	

	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.


	Deconstruct the abstract into background, objective, key findings, and conclusion for greater clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of literature coverage and theoretical explanations. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a good number of references, including both classical and recent works. 
Try to include some more recent references. 
	

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


	The English language is acceptable. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a thought-provoking and well-documented review that has direct interest for clinical settings.

i. The distinction between hypotheses and evidence-based conclusions needs to be made more clearly in the discussion and conclusion.

ii. A pictorial representation of the mechanisms of action or important nutraceuticals would be useful.

iii. The piece is weak on explicit marking out of its limitations, and a lack of ‘roadmap’ for future research would be the piece firmly in the academic world.

iv. Include Tables/Figures: One table summarising nutraceuticals and their action.
One flowchart for mechanisms of action.
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