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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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community because it demonstrates how a Quality by Design (QbD) framework can be systematically applied to analytical method development, ensuring robustness, reproducibility, and regulatory compliance. By focusing on laser-based particle size distribution analysis of dapagliflozin propanediol, the study addresses a critical quality attribute that directly influences drug dissolution, bioavailability, and overall therapeutic performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is informative but could be streamlined for clarity and impact. 

“Quality by Design Approach for Developing and Validating a Laser Diffraction Method to Assess Particle Size Distribution of Dapagliflozin Propanediol”
	

	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 clear, relevant, and well aligned with the study objectives. But try to keep the abstract short, around 150–200 words. Don’t add too many technical details about the experiment, because it can make the abstract hard to read.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. Please make sure that the methodology aligns with international guidelines ,validation parameters are appropriate, and the link between particle size and product performance is well established. 
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	The references in your manuscript may not be fully sufficient or recent. To strengthen the scientific rigor, I recommend adding more up‑to‑date sources (2020–2025) that cover Quality by Design (QbD), laser diffraction, and particle size analysis in pharmaceuticals.
	

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


	The language quality is adequate for publication with minor editorial polishing.
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	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct, clearly written, and of potential interest to both academic researchers and regulatory scientists. With minor revisions, it will make a valuable contribution in the field of analytical method development and validation.
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