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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 
 

Authors have nicely written the manuscript “Overcoming Barriers: Controlled-
Release Systems as Vectors, The Posterior Segment of the Eye Approach as a 
Model” 
Manuscript is lacking in clarity and elaboration in the literature review 
 
1. Authors have explained only about Dendrimers, microparticles and liposomes. 
Authors have to add section on gene based delivery to posterior segment. 
 
2. Authors are required to add a note about the concentration of drug that reached at 
the destination (i.e.posterior section of eye) among all the administered Dendrimers, 
microparticles and liposomes 
 

1. A new section on gene-based delivery to posterior segment is 
now included. 

2. Although the intention of these authors was to note the 
concentration reached at posterior segment of the eye, it is 
impossible based on the information provided by the authors. 
Only is possible in terms of immunofluorescence or 
radioactivity and it is not comparable between researches. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
NA 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
NA 

 

 


