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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.


	The manuscript presents a micelle-enhanced spectrofluorimetric method for serotonin determination; however a direct comparison table summarizing analytical performance (LOD, linear range, matrix applicability) versus published methods would strengthen the scientific contribution and highlight the advantages of the proposed approach.
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	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study reports significant fluorescence enhancement in Brij 700 and SDS systems, but the mechanistic basis for this enhancement requires deeper discussion. The authors should elaborate on micelle–analyte interactions (e.g., hydrophobic partitioning, microenvironment polarity effects, and quantum yield improvement) and provide supporting references to justify the observed differences between nonionic and anionic surfactants.
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	Although recovery values are satisfactory (89–101%), additional discussion on potential interferences from endogenous urine components (e.g., tryptophan, dopamine, metabolites, salts) is recommended. Inclusion of interference studies or selectivity experiments would further confirm the robustness of the method for routine clinical application.

The method was validated according to ICH Q2(R1); however, robustness testing (e.g., small variations in pH, surfactant concentration, or excitation/emission wavelength) should be explicitly reported. Furthermore, a brief cost–benefit comparison with chromatographic techniques (HPLC or LC–MS) would better support the claim that the method is a cost-effective alternative for routine monitoring.
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