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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 manuscript synthesizes evidence on pharmacist-led medication reconciliation during hospital transitions, demonstrating its critical role in enhancing patient safety. The systematic analysis of interventions across various clinical settings confirms that pharmacist involvement substantially lowers medication discrepancies and clinically significant errors. The review also highlights the benefits of engaging pharmacy students and technicians, presenting scalable implementation models. The findings offer actionable guidance for policymakers, hospital administrators, and clinicians to standardize practices, mitigate medication-related risks, and improve healthcare outcomes.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable one. 
	

	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. No need of any deletion or addition.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It follows a systematic review methodology in line with PRISMA guidelines, incorporates evidence from peer-reviewed studies, and presents consistent findings supported by both randomized controlled trials and observational data. The conclusions drawn are evidence-based, highlighting measurable reductions in medication discrepancies, improved patient safety, and strengthened interdisciplinary collaboration. Additionally, the discussion addresses limitations, implementation challenges, and future research needs, which reflects scientific rigor and balanced interpretation of results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are largely adequate and appropriate, comprising systematic reviews, randomized controlled trials, observational studies, and meta-analyses. A significant portion is recent (2015–2022), enhancing the findings' validity and relevance. However, some older citations (early 2000s, 1990s) could be augmented with more current literature on digital health, electronic health records, and technology-supported reconciliation to better reflect recent progress.
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	Yes it is up to the mark
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	This manuscript, characterized by its clear writing and scientific rigor, addresses a crucial aspect of patient safety. It synthesizes evidence on pharmacist-led medication reconciliation, offering valuable insights for clinical practice and policy. Although the references are adequate, the inclusion of more recent literature concerning digital health integration would strengthen its contemporary relevance. The review represents a significant contribution to its field, appealing to both researchers and healthcare practitioners.
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