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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

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

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
1. In page 2, the author stated that “Penetration enhancers improve the amount 

of free water molecules between the bilayer, leading to an improvement of 
the polar drug diffusion cross section”. It's unclear what the author meant by 
"bilayer." This explanation for permeation enhancement is extremely strange. 
Furthermore, this approach necessitates a reference. 

 
2. In page 3 the author described DMSO as odourless but did not provide a source 

for this information. The truth is that DMSO has a distinct garlic onion odour! 
 

 
3. Poor English writing with numerous grammatical errors throughout the 

manuscript makes it difficult for the reader to understand the author's intention. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
1. To add value to the manuscript, newer skin permeation enhancers should be 

discussed. 
2. All sections that are not the author's opinion should have references added. 
3. The author should revise the reference list to include more recent references. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
1. The article lacks any new ideas/approaches regarding the topic discussed. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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?  
 

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