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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 contributes meaningful evidence to the scientific community by highlighting the high burden of drug-related problems in a tertiary care hospital setting, an issue of growing global concern. By systematically identifying the types and frequencies of DRPs, the study provides valuable insights that can help guide improvements in prescribing practices and medication safety. The findings reinforce the essential role of clinical pharmacists and structured medication review systems in reducing preventable drug-related harm. Overall, this work adds to the existing body of literature by offering real-world data that can support safer, more rational, and patient-centered medication management in healthcare institutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the content of the study.
	

	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 informative but not fully comprehensive. It should include clearer background, detailed methodology, specific numerical findings, and a stronger conclusion. Adding structured sections and removing general statements would improve clarity. Overall, refining the abstract with precise data and clearer organization is recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct, with appropriate use of a validated DRP classification system and a clearly described observational design. The data presented align with the study’s objectives, and results are interpreted using relevant literature. However, some methodological details are limited, and minor inconsistencies exist in formatting and reporting. Overall, the scientific basis is sound but would benefit from clearer methodology and more precise presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent and relevant sources, particularly from 2019–2024, which strengthens the scientific validity of the manuscript. Key areas such as drug-related problems, clinical pharmacy interventions, and medication safety are well supported. However, a few references are older than necessary, and the manuscript could benefit from the inclusion of more contemporary studies on DRP prevalence and pharmacist-led interventions. Adding recent systematic reviews or WHO medication safety updates would further enhance the reference list. Overall, the references are adequate but could be improved with a few more current citations.


	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally understandable but needs improvement for scholarly communication. Several sections contain grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, inconsistent tense usage, and formatting issues that may affect clarity. While the scientific content is clear, the manuscript would benefit from careful editing to enhance readability, coherence, and professional presentation. Overall, the English is acceptable but requires revision for publication-quality standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are evident. Ethical approval and informed consent were obtained, and patient data were handled appropriately, meeting standard research ethics requirements.
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