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	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 highlights the crucial role of pharmacist-led medication reconciliation in improving patient safety during hospital transitions. It provides valuable evidence from multiple studies, showing a reduction in errors and better collaboration among healthcare teams. The findings are important for both clinical practice and policy-making.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
(Alternative: “Impact of Pharmacist-Led Medication Reconciliation in Hospitals: A Systematic Review”)
	

	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 clear and structured. However, adding key numerical outcomes (e.g., % reduction in discrepancies, number of studies) would make it stronger.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and follows proper methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent. Adding a few on digital health/electronic reconciliation tools would improve it.
	

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


	The language is good and suitable for scholarly publication. Minor proofreading can further polish it.
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	Consider adding a short note on cost-effectiveness and implications in resource-limited settings.
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