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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.


	1.The manuscript “An Evaluation of AI in Pharmaceutical Medical Devices Using Nanotechnology and Nanomaterials” explain the application of artificial intelligence with nanotechnology to advance next-generation drug delivery and diagnostic systems. 

2.It highlights how AI-driven in design, predictive modeling, and adaptive control can optimize the  nanomaterial-based devices for precision therapy and real-time patient monitoring. 

3.The study emphasizes the need for standardized evaluation frameworks addressing safety, explainability, and regulatory compliance. 

4.This work provides valuable insights for researchers and developers focusing to translate AI-integrated nanomedical devices from laboratory innovation to clinical applications.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. But im suggest the title as”ai applications-nano drug delivery system“ sounds very simple and understand.
	

	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 provides an excellent overview of the topic and  it clearly presents the theme (AI + nanotechnology), its applications (drug delivery, sensors, diagnostics), and relevance (safety, regulation, personalized healthcare). It reads smoothly with good scientific content, which is perfect for a review or conceptual paper.

However, it can be write even more comprehensive and publication-ready by improving content, focus, and balance.

 It currently reads more like an informative brochure than a structured abstract (missing sections like aim, scope, and conclusion).

 It includes many examples (e.g., specific organs like eye and kidney), which might be replaced by simple phrases for generalizability.

 The abstract could benefit from a clear concluding statement and highlighting the future scopes.

1. need to Add a brief purpose statement  at the beginning:

2. Streamline the examples.

* Instead of listing diseases (“eye and kidney disorders”), use “various chronic and degenerative diseases” for broader relevance.

3. Include a concise conclusion/future scope line.

4. Avoid redundancy:

   *The phrase “safer and more personalized treatment options” can be shortened to “personalized and intelligent healthcare solutions.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.the manuscript is correct and justified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes all the references in manuscript  were correct.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	No commemts about manuscript.
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