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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The Chosen manuscript has the following importance:
· Relevance with today’s necessity in the field of Pharma

· Importance of Security in Pharma Sector

· Inclusion of Emerging Technology in the Pharma Sector

· Good Review of various Pharma and Health Sector Policies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Chosen title is clearly mentioning its scope and suitability and showing that it is a review paper.
	

	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, it is Ok and comprehensive with few suggestions:
· The language can be enhanced with the inclusion of few technical terms

· Framing of sentences can be enhanced by refining it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The review work can be displayed in tabular form with some important papers showing their main work and gaps.
The flow in the diagram is not well defined. It can be converted into a proper hierarchical form.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and some references of 2025 can be increased.
	

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


	The language is satisfactory but the author is suggested to improve it more.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The general comments are suggested:
· Give some facts and figures related to review work

· The result section must contain some numerical data on the basis of previous review.

· Define future scope more clearly.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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