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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.


	Given the growing demand for Empagliflozin in the treatment of diabetes, particularly in markets such as India and the USA, this work is timely and will be of great interest to researchers and manufacturers. The method developed will help address the challenges faced by researchers in selecting and validating suitable methods for particle size analysis.

The manuscript is well-written, and the authors have provided a clear and detailed description of the method development and validation process
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 provides a general overview of the work, but it lacks specific details about the method developed and validated. Additionally, the abstract should include a concluding sentence summarizing the main outcome of the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. However, there are some minor grammatical errors and typos throughout the manuscript that need to be corrected to improve clarity and readability. A thorough proofreading is recommended to address these issues.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are insufficient and appear to be outdated, considering the depth and complexity of the topic. With only 7 references, the manuscript lacks strong evidence to support the authors' claims and methodology. Adding more references will not only strengthen the manuscript but also demonstrate the authors' familiarity with the current state of research in the field.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally good and suitable for scholarly communications. The authors have conveyed their ideas and results clearly, and the text is well-structured.

However, as mentioned earlier, there are some minor grammatical errors and typos that need to be corrected to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is an excellent piece of work that will contribute significantly to the field of pharmaceutical analysis.
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