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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 is an interesting and relevant manuscript, especially for clinicians dealing with aesthetic procedures and complications from botulinum toxin use. Palpebral blepharoptosis can be a distressing side effect, and comparing different treatment options provides real value. The topic is timely, and the comparison of therapeutic approaches makes it useful for both new and experienced practitioners. The paper is well-structured, and the findings are practical for real-world application.

	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the study content.

	

	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 covers all the essential elements — background, objectives, methods, and results. One small suggestion would be to briefly mention the specific treatments compared, just to give a clearer snapshot to readers scanning the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically sound.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly current and relevant. Adding one or two newer articles—maybe from the last two years—could strengthen the literature review,

	

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

	The language is generally good and understandable 
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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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