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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 provides a highly structured, comprehensive, and accessible overview of pharmacotherapeutics for infectious diseases, tailored specifically to the academic and clinical needs of medical, pharmacy, and nursing students. By bridging foundational pathophysiology with evidence-based, practical therapeutic guidance, it promotes a rational approach to infectious disease management. The inclusion of contemporary topics, such as Antimicrobial Stewardship, the WHO AWaRe classification, and SARS-CoV-2, ensures that the content remains highly relevant for modern clinical practice. It serves as an excellent quick-reference tool for healthcare professionals.
	

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

	Yes, it is
	

	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 manuscript includes a Preface and an "About the Book" section rather than a traditional abstract, which effectively outlines the book's objective to distil voluminous medical material into a concise format. 
The addition of a formal Executive Summary at the beginning of the text could further enhance its academic utility by providing a high-level overview of the core therapeutic principles covered across the 14 chapters.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The disease-specific chapters follow a logical clinical progression: etiology, transmission, clinical features, pathophysiology, non-pharmacotherapy, pharmacotherapy, and patient education. The therapeutic guidelines provided (e.g., the TLD regimen for HIV and the DOTS strategy for Tuberculosis ) align with current standard medical practices
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The "Further Readings" section includes highly reputable foundational texts (e.g., Harrison’s Principles of Internal Medicine, WHO guidelines). 
The scientific rigor could be significantly improved by integrating in-text citations throughout the chapters to directly link specific therapeutic claims to current literature. Additionally, the authors should update older references (e.g., ACP Medicine from 2006 ) to reflect the most current guidelines within the last 5 years.
	

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

	The language is generally clear, structured, and appropriate for scholarly communication. However, a rigorous proofreading phase is required to correct typographical errors
some of those errors are underligned in the original manuscript 
e.g., "thierd volume entiled" , "Disgnostics" ) and formatting inconsistencies, such as missing spaces between words and punctuation marks



	

	Optional/General comments

	The uniform structural layout applied across all chapters makes this textbook an exceptional revision tool. The emphasis on non-pharmacological interventions and patient education alongside pharmacological treatments demonstrates a holistic approach to patient care
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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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