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	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 book presents a systematic and comprehensive overview of different methodologies—in vitro, in vivo, and in silico—used to study drug-drug interactions (DDIs), which are of utmost importance both in drug development and clinical therapeutics. With the increasing burden of polypharmacy, particularly in older and comorbid patients, awareness of DDIs is imperative to avoid adverse drug events and maximize therapeutic effectiveness. The book combines traditional spectroscopic methods with powerful computational tools like QSAR, molecular docking, and PBPK modeling, providing a comprehensive resource for researchers and regulatory scientists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Methods used to study drug-drug interactions: A review" is good and accurately represents the content. 
	

	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.


	The abstract is descriptive and states the scope (in vitro, in vivo, in silico) and methods reported in the paper. It could be improved with minor adjustments:

Suggestions:

Insert numerical or specific examples briefly (e.g., "HPLC was used to detect interaction between sildenafil and tramadol…").

State the number or types of methods included (e.g., "Nine in vitro methods…").

Emphasize an important conclusion or finding at the end (e.g., the utility of OATP1B1 in DDI prediction).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate. It has well-supported methodologies along with pertinent literature and theoretical bases, including Lambert-Beer's law, Ilkovic equation, and Ardon's method. The in-silico techniques section is especially apt and mirrors contemporary trends in pharmacokinetic modelling.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper includes adequate and relevant references, ranging from traditional texts (e.g., Goodman & Gilman) to recent literature (e.g., 2023 publications on HPLC, fluorescence spectroscopy, molecular docking). A few important 2020–2023 papers were included, taking relevance into consideration.

Optional Additional Suggestion:

Add a few more recent (2023–2024) AI-assisted DDI prediction papers, if journal scope permits.
	

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


	The language is in general scholarly and clear. A minor proofread to correct some typographical errors (e.g., "Drug-s rug interaction" to "Drug-drug interaction") and to simplify some overly long sentences is suggested.
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