Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medical and Pharmaceutical Sciences 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMPS_139786

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	INGESTIBLE SENSOR : FUTURE OF HEALTHCARE

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	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.


	The manuscript on Ingestible Sensor: Future Of Healthcare is highly important for the scientific community because it provides an in-depth review of emerging technology that promises to revolutionize healthcare. Ingestible sensors have the potential to enhance patient monitoring, enable real-time health data collection, and optimize personalized treatment plans.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Generally appropriate as it clearly conveys the manuscript's focus on innovative ingestible sensor technologies and emphasizes their potential impact on healthcare. The manuscript is concise and informative, which is important for attracting the interest of the scientific community.
	

	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 you provided offers a good overview of the relevance and growth potential of smart pills with ingestible sensors in the healthcare industry. It highlights key elements such as the innovation itself, its components, its role in enhancing medication adherence and real-time health monitoring, and the market growth driven by chronic diseases and technology advances. However, to make the abstract more comprehensive and impactful, I suggest the following augmentations and refinements:
· Add a clear statement about the scope and aim of the review (e.g., what aspects of smart pills are covered: technology, applications, challenges, future prospects).

· Include brief mention of the benefits to patients and healthcare systems beyond adherence, such as improved diagnostics or personalized treatment.

· Touch upon any challenges or limitations that the current technology faces, to give a balanced perspective.

· Clarify the novelty or unique contribution of this review compared to existing literature.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific accuracy of the manuscript on "Ingestible Sensors" appears to be generally sound and aligned with current knowledge in the field. The manuscript covers the relevant technological aspects of ingestible sensors, their medical applications, and the potential benefits for medication adherence and real-time patient health monitoring. The data and projections regarding market growth and adoption reflect industry trends supported by recent research. 
· Technology Description

The manuscript correctly outlines the components and working principles of smart pills with ingestible sensors. It reflects the contemporary state of bioelectronics and sensor miniaturization technologies integrated into healthcare devices.

· Medical Application

The focus on improved medication adherence, chronic disease management, and remote patient monitoring is consistent with ongoing clinical research and trials in digital medicine.

· Data and Market Trends

The inclusion of market size projections and growth drivers aligns well with publicly available market analysis reports on digital health technologies.

· Potential Considerations for Scientific Rigor

Ensure all technical descriptions reference peer-reviewed sources or validated studies. Clarify any assumptions made in interpreting the effectiveness of the technology. Highlight ongoing challenges or limitations, such as technical reliability, patient safety, and regulatory issues.

Check for any outdated data or broad generalizations that may need refinement.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	for the bibliography there are still many that are outside the 2020-2025 range (5 years back). For the writing of the bibliography, please check again and improve the format of writing the bibliography.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication. The writing exhibits clarity, proper academic tone, and terminology appropriate for a scientific audience. It is consistent with the standards expected in peer-reviewed journals for effective communication of research findings and scientific concepts.
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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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