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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 paper suggests a pertinent clinical problem: the standardized and safe administration of Edoxaban tablets through nasogastric (NG) tubes to unswallowing patients. With the broad application of anticoagulants in intensive care units and the requirement for enteral drug delivery in unconscious or dysphagic patients, the development of a proven and dependable RP-HPLC method for the measurement of drug recovery after NG tube administration adds procedural transparency and analytical stability to pharmaceutical practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly appropriate but can be improved for clarity and scope.
	

	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 summarizes the study but requires correction of grammar and better flow to make it readable.

Suggested Additions/Revisions:

Specify the rate of recovery (e.g., "with a mean rate of recovery from 98.0% to 100.3%").

Redo for clarity:

"RP-HPLC was validated for linearity, precision, robustness, and specificity, and used to determine Edoxaban recovered upon administration via NG tubes."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid. The research consists of:

Strong validation of methods: specificity, accuracy, precision, and robustness

Reasonable in-vitro simulation with a nasogastric tube and enteral feeding conditions

Well-defined recovery testing with proper HPLC quantification

Nonetheless, language mistakes and poor format reduce presentation quality.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The majority of references are pertinent, but there are some outdated or indirectly supportive ones (e.g., referencing mass spectrometry for an exclusively HPLC paper).

Recommended Additions:

Add recent reviews or studies on enteral drug delivery systems and tube compatibility with NOACs.


	

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


	The English needs moderate revision for grammar, flow, and clarity. Common minor mistakes like "eternal" rather than "enteral," or alternating tenses, need to be fixed.
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