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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 study contributes significant scientific value demonstrating that pharmacist initiated interventions in community pharmacies can effectively reduce drug related problems, adverse drug reactions and improve medication safety. This study also addresses a key gap in current global practice and research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Title is suitable but it can be improved. Alternative title may be:

“Impact of Pharmacist-Initiated Interventions on Drug-Related Problems in Community Pharmacies”
	

	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 an overview of the study but is not fully comprehensive. Please provide more details on analytical methods to enhance transparency. The conclusion should clearly state the implications of the findings for practice, policy making or future research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic and presents findings that are scientifically plausible; however, important methodological details and analytical clarifications are needed before the study can be considered fully scientifically sound. Sampling strategy, definitions of DRPs, assessment tools used, and statistical methods require clearer description to ensure reproducibility.
	

	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 relevant but not fully sufficient or up-to-date. The manuscript would benefit from the addition of more recent, high-quality evidence published within the last 5–7 years.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are adequate in parts but not yet suitable for scholarly communication. Several sections contain grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, that may affect clarity and readability. 
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	· Clearly describe the study design, sampling approach, data collection methods, definitions of DRPs, and tools used for DDI/ADR assessment.

· Specify statistical tests used and provide effect sizes with confidence intervals where appropriate.
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