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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 important challenge in oral drug delivery by developing a gastroretentive floating microballoon system for acetohydroxamic acid, a drug relevant for Helicobacter pylori eradication. The study contributes to the field of controlled and site-specific drug delivery by demonstrating improved gastric retention, sustained drug release, and enhanced oral bioavailability. The combined in vitro and in vivo evaluation strengthens the translational relevance of the work. Overall, the findings may be useful for researchers working on gastroretentive multiparticulate systems and stomach-specific therapies.
	

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

	The title of the article is generally suitable and reflects the core objectives of the study. However, it may be improved by highlighting the gastroretentive and bioavailability aspects more clearly.
Suggested alternative title:
Development and In Vivo Evaluation of Gastroretentive Floating Microballoons of Acetohydroxamic Acid for Enhanced Oral Bioavailability

	

	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.

	Evaluation of the Abstract
The abstract is largely comprehensive and clearly describes the formulation approach, drug rationale, and key characterization techniques. However, the abstract would benefit from the inclusion of quantitative outcomes, particularly related to in vitro buoyancy, release duration, and bioavailability enhancement. Additionally, a brief concluding statement highlighting the significance of the results would improve clarity.
Suggestions:
· Add key numerical results (e.g., % buoyancy, duration of release, relative bioavailability).
· Include a short conclusion emphasizing improved gastric retention and bioavailability.
· Minor language refinement can further improve readability.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, and the experimental design is appropriate for the stated objectives. The formulation methodology, characterization techniques, and pharmacokinetic evaluation are well-established and correctly applied. The use of DSC, FTIR, in vitro buoyancy, dissolution studies, and in vivo X-ray imaging supports the validity of the conclusions. Minor inconsistencies in formulation codes and bioavailability values between sections should be carefully reviewed and corrected for clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references cited are relevant and appropriate for gastroretentive drug delivery systems and floating microballoon technology. However, many references are relatively older. Inclusion of more recent literature (last 5–7 years) on gastroretentive multiparticulate systems, hollow microspheres, and H. pylori-targeted delivery would strengthen the manuscript.
Suggested additions:
· Recent reviews on gastroretentive drug delivery systems
· Updated studies on floating microspheres or microballoons
· Recent advances in stomach-specific drug delivery approaches

	

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

	
The language is generally understandable, but the manuscript requires moderate English language editing to meet scholarly standards. There are instances of grammatical errors, repetition, inconsistent tense usage, and formatting issues. Professional language polishing would significantly enhance clarity, flow, and overall presentation.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript presents meaningful experimental work with potential pharmaceutical relevance. With minor to moderate revisions addressing language quality, clarity, consistency, and inclusion of recent references, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.


	



	PART  2: 


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

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No ethical concerns are identified in the conduct or reporting of the study.
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