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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 manuscript contributes to nanomedicine by introducing smart aquasomes as a platform for precise drug delivery. Carbohydrate-coated, stimulus-sensitive nanoparticles improve bioavailability, stability, and targeted delivery while reducing systemic toxicity. The study provides a fundamental framework for intelligent combination therapies that integrate multiple drugs into a single carrier.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and scientifically relevant. It clearly reflects the core concepts.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-written. The authors could briefly add a clear purpose for the review and highlight smart/stimuli-responsive behavior earlier. No major deletions are necessary; minor condensation of application examples could improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and well aligned with existing literature on aquasomes. The concepts, mechanisms, and applications are accurate; only minor caution is needed when discussing stimuli responsiveness, EPR effect, and clinical translation, which should be described as novel or largely preclinical.

Overall, it is a solid, credible, and well-structured review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current bibliography lacks references from the period 2021-2025. If relevant literature exists for these years, it should be incorporated to ensure that the research reflects the latest developments in the field.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication.The writing is clear, formal, and scientifically appropriate with correct use of technical terminology and logical flow. Only minor grammatical refinement, reduction of repetition, and consistency in time and formattingwould further improve readability and meet the standards of high-impact journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript is well-organized and clear, requiring only minor changes to condense the abstract, include sample size and statistical details, and refine the language. 

2. The study provides robust empirical evidence and an original contribution to yam-based nutrition and is suitable for publication after minor technical editing. 

3. All references should be corrected to closely follow the journal's prescribed formatting guidelines.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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