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	PART  1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1-The manuscript is important for the scientific community because the registration of medical devices is a vital process that ensures the safety, effectiveness, and reliability of medical products. It provides a legal and regulatory framework that fosters innovation, protects public health, and builds trust among stakeholders. Moreover, for the scientific community, it drives rigorous research and development, leading to continuous advancements in medical technology.
2-Yes, the title is suitable It clearly conveys the focus of the article, highlighting both the process of medical device registration and its significance for the scientific community.
3-Yes the abstract of the article has been written comprehensively.

4- Yes

5- Yes, the abstract is scientifically correct. It provides a clear and accurate summary of the regulatory processes for registering medical devices in the FDA, EU, and CDSCO jurisdictions. 
6- The references are appropriate
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The content is mostly grammatically correct but could benefit from some minor edits for clarity, readability, and consistency.
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