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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.


	In this manuscript, titled “development and validation of a UV spectrophotometric method for Ritonavir analysis in bulk dosage form” , the authors demonstrate that the UV spectrophotometric method is more economical for quantifying ritonavir concentration in laboratories lacking modern instruments. It showed that this method is both sensitive and specific.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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development and validation of a UV spectrophotometric method for Ritonavir analysis in bulk drug substance – Aligning with the description of Ritonavir API in the methodology section 
	

	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.


	I suggest correction of “LOD: 0314” to be written as  0.314
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct. The UV spectrophotometric method following the principle of Beer Lambert has been used for ages and still in use both in research, industry and hospital laboratories. Appropriate validation metrics (LOD, LOQ, ) were also included to prove the accuracy of the paper.
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	References should be properly cited. They do appear to not follow a particular style or order and more should be added.
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	Introduction is not comprehensively written and the rational or relevance of the study is not amplified as it should. Lots of typos spotted which showed it wasn’t thoroughly reviewed before submission.

Table 3  784.7ug/ml should be corrected to 74.8
Instruments under introduction is spelt wrongly 
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