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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.


	The research article has effectively shown the approach to improve the challenges faced during the solubility and bioavailability of the drug Lornoxicam. By use of Soluplus based soild dispersions not only the patient-friendly formulation but also a rational and scalable formulation has been developed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES,  But in my suggestion it could be made more informative by highlighting the key invention . Like“Soluplus®-Based pH-Modulated Solid Dispersions of Lornoxicam for Enhanced Oral Bioavailability

	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article includes an inclusive list of references that are relevant to the research topic. However, including recent supplementary studies from the past 1 year that could offer a more up-to-date background and validate the manuscript's rendezvous with the latest expansions in the field.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The title of the manuscript is clear and instructive. In my suggestion it could be made more informative by highlighting the key invention. Like“Soluplus®-Based pH-Modulated Solid Dispersions of Lornoxicam for Enhanced Oral Bioavailability.

Introduction was well-structured and informative, giving sufficient contextual and rationale. Minor grammatical errors (e.g., “lead to” → “leading to”) which can be corrected and changeovers between solubility enhancement methods and Soluplus® would increase readability. Material and methods are detailed sufficiently and are reproducible. It was suggested that all acronyms (like ASD, BCS) must be defined at first use. Results are well presented but lacks some numerical values in the text to highlight key findings.
Overall, the language is formal and scientific. But it is suggested to break long sentence to shorter form to improve the readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Yes, The manuscript defines in vivo pharmacokinetic studies in Wistar rats.  The approval of  Institutional Animal Ethics Committee (IAEC) and compliance with CPCSEA guidelines (Protocol No. RCPIPER/IAEC/2020-21/18) has been taken. In the pharmacokinetic studies animal handling, fasting, dosing, and blood collection specifies adherence to ethical standards.
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