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	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.


	This manuscript provides a comprehensive and evidence-based summary on balancing the therapeutic and adverse effects of oral prednisone/prednisolone—two of the most widely prescribed corticosteroids in clinical medicine. It consolidates data from multiple articles, offering clinicians clear, practical strategies to optimize efficacy while minimizing systemic toxicity. By bridging pharmacological mechanisms with clinical management and monitoring recommendations, this review serves as a valuable reference for evidence-guided corticosteroid therapy for improving patient compliance, safety and optimal outcomes across a broad range of inflammatory and autoimmune diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title is scientifically sound, but to make it academically more strong, 

I’m suggesting the below title,

“Optimizing the Therapeutic–Toxicity Balance of Oral Prednisone and Prednisolone: A Systematic Review”
	

	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.


	Your abstract:

· Covers all the key aspects — background, purpose, methods, findings, and recommendations.
· Uses clear and technical language suitable for a scientific audience.

My suggestions: 

· It is slightly too long 
· The results could be more quantitatively informative
     no.of journals reviewed,main findings could be summarized in terms of frequency or severity patterns (if available) 
                          Replace subjective language like “phobia, hysteria” with words more of academic phrasing like Apprehension
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Your manuscript is scientifically accurate and comprehensive in evidence-based pharmacology and clinical medicine.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Your reference list is very comprehensive with over 100 citations spanning, pharmacokinetics, mechanism, clinical use and adverse events.
The references you included have several recent and authoritative sources (2020–2023), but also included some old citations tracing back to 2000, that could be replaced with latest updates.

I would like to congratulate you for including the references from

· Peer-reviewed journals, Established textbooks and evidence-based sources (NICE, Stat Pearls, BMJ PRISMA) and Reliable clinical guidelines (ACR, KDIGO, WHO FRAX).
	

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


	Language is acceptable for peer-reviewed submission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A few informal phrases here and there could be avoided to make it scholarly.
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