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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 "Nutraceuticals in Refractive Disorders of the Eye: An Emerging Frontier in Vision Care" is significant for the scientific community as it highlights the potential of nutraceuticals in addressing the underlying biological mechanisms of refractive errors, such as myopia and presbyopia, which affect billions globally. By synthesizing evidence on compounds like lutein, zeaxanthin, and omega-3 fatty acids, it underscores their role in mitigating oxidative stress and inflammation, offering a complementary approach to traditional corrective methods. This work calls for further research to establish clinical protocols, paving the way for integrative vision care strategies that could reduce the global burden of refractive disorders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive and strong. Following are the suggestions to enhance the abstract's clarity and comprehensiveness.

Consider specifying the target populations (e.g., children with progressive myopia and adults with presbyopia), adding a brief mention of challenges like variable formulations and limited long-term safety data, and clarifying the review methodology (e.g., "synthesizes preclinical and clinical evidence"). Streamline the dense sentence listing nutraceuticals by focusing on key examples (e.g., lutein, zeaxanthin, omega-3s, astaxanthin) for better readability, and replace the vague call for "larger, long-term clinical trials" with a more precise request for "rigorous randomized controlled trials and dose-response studies." 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, providing a well-referenced review of nutraceuticals' potential in managing refractive eye disorders, supported by credible studies on compounds like lutein, zeaxanthin, omega-3s, and astaxanthin. It accurately describes biological mechanisms (e.g., oxidative stress, inflammation) and acknowledges preliminary evidence and limitations, such as the need for larger trials. Minor clarifications, like specifying study designs or addressing bioavailability variations, could enhance precision, but no major inaccuracies are evident based on the provided content and references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, but incorporating a few more studies from 2023–2025 would enhance the manuscript’s timeliness and robustness, particularly for clinical evidence and emerging nutraceuticals. 
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is well-suited for scholarly communication, with clear, professional, and technically accurate English that meets the expectations of peer-reviewed journals. Minor refinements to address wordiness, repetition, and flow would further polish the text, ensuring it is as concise and engaging as possible for an academic audience.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript raises no apparent ethical issues.
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