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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. Tables 1, 2, 3, and 4 should be introduced and discussed in the main text.  
2. Did table 1 list all of the marketed products or just some?   
3. Figures 1 and 3: if the figure was reprinted from a previous article, the permission to re-
use it and the copyright issue should be mentioned. 
4. Did Table 2 list all of the marketed products? Reference is required for the 5

th
 row 

(ketoconazole). 
5. Table 3 is incomplete. There are many studies on SLN and NLC for the treatment of 
fungal infection.  
6. Section 3.1 discussed the high-pressure homogenization method. This method can be 
hot HPH or cold HPH. The authors only mention hot HPH. Please add cold HPH by viewing 
some references, such as https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jddst.2019.101185 and 
https://doi.org/10.3109/10837450.2010.542163  
7. Section 3.2 repeated hot HPH. The content was similar to section 3.1. Please combine 
them. 
8. Reference 29 was used for the solvent injection method. However, this reference was 
about magnetic nanoparticles, not SLN and NLC. The authors should cite other references. 
9. The references should be updated. Most of the references were before 2016. Please cite 
recent articles in 2017-2021. 
10. Section 3: the authors should cite more references when introducing each method. The 
recent articles are preferred. Please use only articles that formulated SLN and NLC instead 
of other types of nanoparticles. 

As per the reviewer suggestion corrections has been made 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

11. There are some grammar errors and typos. Please check and correct. As per the reviewer suggestion corrections has been made 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript summarized some studies on SLN and NLC for the treatment of fungal 
infections. The overall structure was appropriate. However, there are major issues to 
revise, as mentioned above.  

 

 
 
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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