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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 evaluates floating and non-floating controlled-release formulations of metformin hydrochloride and investigates their in vitro and in vivo performance. The study provides useful insights into the influence of formulation variables such as binder viscosity, polymer concentration, and granulation conditions on drug release and gastric retention behavior. The findings contribute to the understanding of gastro retentive drug delivery systems for drugs with a narrow absorption window. The results may be useful for researchers involved in the design of controlled-release oral dosage forms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the manuscript is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the study. It adequately describes the comparative evaluation of floating and non-floating controlled-release metformin HCl tablets along with their in vitro and in vivo characterization.
	

	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 good overview of the objectives, methodology, and major findings of the study. However, the authors may consider including more quantitative results, particularly key pharmacokinetic outcomes and dissolution data, to strengthen the impact of the abstract. Minor grammatical corrections may also improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and the experimental design is appropriate for the stated objectives. The comparative evaluation of floating and non-floating formulations using both in vitro and in vivo approaches is a strength of the study. However, the manuscript would benefit from clarification in certain sections such as the swelling and erosion calculations where equations are not properly displayed. Additionally, further
explanation of some formulation parameters may improve clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant and support the discussion. However, the authors
may consider adding a few more recent references related to gastro retentive drug delivery systems and controlled-release metformin formulations to further strengthen the literature support.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language of the manuscript is generally understandable; however, minor grammatical errors and sentence structure issues are present throughout the manuscript. Careful proofreading and language editing would improve clarity and readability.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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