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	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 provides a rigorous and contemporary synthesis of advancements in sustained-release ophthalmic drug delivery architectures. By critically evaluating emerging modalities—specifically nanocarriers, bioerodible implants, stimuli-responsive hydrogels, and micro-electromechanical systems—the review addresses the critical clinical challenge of therapeutic non-compliance in chronic ocular pathologies. The analysis emphasizes the necessity of shifting from conventional topical administration to prolonged-release systems to optimize intraocular bioavailability.

Furthermore, the work successfully bridges the gap between material science innovations and clinical translational pathways. By consolidating current empirical evidence with future therapeutic trajectories, it serves as a foundational resource for pharmacologists, ophthalmologists, and biotechnological developers. This integration of technological progress with practical clinical utility offers a strategic framework for the next generation of ocular pharmacotherapy.

Add clinical translation examples (e.g., approved implants or ongoing trials).

Include a short table summarizing FDA-approved sustained ocular systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable but slightly generic.

Suggested Alternative:

“Sustained-Release Ophthalmic Drug Delivery Systems: Emerging Nanotechnologies, Clinical Translation and Future Perspectives”

	

	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.


	Abstract is descriptive but lacks:

· Quantitative trends

· Clinical relevance emphasis

· Future direction clarity

Author may add:

· Major delivery platforms (nanoparticles, hydrogels, implants)

· Key advantages (bioavailability improvement)

· Translational gap
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall scientifically sound, but some areas need strengthening:

Author may add a subsection:

“Mechanistic Aspects of Controlled Drug Release in Ocular Tissue”
Major Scientific Gaps

· Mechanistic explanation of:

· Ocular barriers (corneal vs posterior segment)

· Drug release kinetics models

· Limited coverage of:

· Stimuli-responsive systems

· AI-assisted drug delivery optimization (emerging field)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate but not sufficiently recent for a technology-driven review.

Author may add recent (2022–2025) literature:
· Nanoparticle-based ocular delivery

· Hydrogel-based implants

· Clinical translational trials

· Increase references in future prospects section

	

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


	Language is generally clear but needs:

· Reduction of repetitive statements

· Improvement of flow between sections

· Minor grammatical corrections
	

	Optional/General comments


	If, These suggestions are incorporate in the manuscript then it will truly impactful and help scientific community.
Major Revision Points (Critical for Acceptance)
(1) Add Translational Table

Include table:

Delivery System

Drug

Indication

Status

 (2) Add Figure (Very Important)

Graphical schematic:
Ocular barriers vs delivery systems
 (3) Strengthen Future Perspective Section

Currently generic.

Add:

· AI-based ocular pharmacokinetics

· Smart biodegradable implants

· Personalized ocular therapy

(4) Add Limitations Section (Missing)

Example:

· Limited long-term safety data

· Translational challenges

· Manufacturing scalability
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns identified.

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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