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	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.

	This manuscript addresses an area of major clinical and scientific relevance, as obesity remains a global public health challenge with rapidly evolving pharmacological treatment options. The increasing availability of novel agents, particularly incretin-based therapies, has substantially changed the therapeutic landscape and created a need for updated, clinically oriented reviews. By attempting to summarize emerging weight-loss drugs, the manuscript has the potential to support clinicians, researchers, and policymakers in understanding current and future pharmacotherapeutic strategies. With appropriate methodological clarification and deeper critical synthesis, the article could represent a useful contribution to the obesity and metabolic medicine literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the scope of the manuscript. However, the term “comprehensive” may slightly overstate the current depth of critical analysis. 
Optional alternative title (if the authors wish to refine focus): “Pharmacological Advances in Obesity Management: A Narrative Review of Emerging Weight-Loss Therapies”
	

	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 a broad overview of obesity and pharmacological treatments; however, it is largely descriptive and lacks clarity regarding the review design and key conclusions.
Suggestions:
· Clearly state the type of review (e.g., narrative review).
· Reduce general background and include explicit take-home messages.
· Add a brief sentence summarizing comparative efficacy and safety insights, rather than only contextual information.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically aligned with current knowledge, and the mechanisms of action of major drug classes are generally accurate. However, several sections remain overly general, and some comparative statements lack clear qualification regarding evidence strength, study duration, or population characteristics.
Key points requiring improvement:
· Clarify whether statements are based on randomized trials, meta-analyses, or observational data.
· Distinguish clearly between approved indications, off-label use, and investigational therapies.
· Add a concise Methods section describing literature search strategy, inclusion criteria, and limitations, which is essential even for narrative reviews.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant, but the review would benefit from: Inclusion of more recent high-impact trials and guidelines, Clear linkage between key claims and primary sources, Ensuring balanced citation across drug classes, not predominantly focused on a single pharmacological pathway.

	

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

	The English language is understandable, but academic tone and precision need improvement. Recommendations: Replace conversational or informal phrasing with formal scientific language / Improve sentence structure for clarity and conciseness / Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are recommended throughout.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript would be strengthened by a comparative synthesis table including regulatory status, average weight loss, study duration, and major adverse effects.
A short section on limitations of current pharmacological evidence (short follow-up, real-world applicability, discontinuation effects) is strongly encouraged.
The discussion should move beyond description toward critical interpretation.


The manuscript is scientifically relevant and potentially valuable, but requires methodological clarification, improved critical synthesis, and refinement of academic language before it can be considered for acceptance.
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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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