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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 describes a micelle-enhanced spectrofluorimetric method for determining serotonin in human urine that has been verified in accordance with ICH recommendations and compared to chromatographic approaches. The research is well-structured, scientifically solid, and backed by adequate analytical validation. The strategy appears to be dependable and beneficial in practice. To enrich the work and increase its effect, the authors might consider broadening the topic of novelty and offering deeper mechanistic insights into the micelle-serotonin interaction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is fair enough, but can be modified as

“Micellar Microenvironment-Driven Fluorescence Enhancement for Direct Quantification of Serotonin in Human Urine”.
	

	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 scientifically solid, well-structured, and covers all of the necessary analytical validation data, such as linearity, detection limits, accuracy, and recovery, which increases its credibility. However, it might benefit from a smoother flow and a somewhat higher emphasis on the contribution of micellar optimization to signal enhancement, rather than just listing performance data. Reducing minor repetition (for example, "sensitive and rapid"), tightening some numerical reporting would improve clarity and impact while maintaining a positive and professional tone.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Absolutely OK.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and appropriate for the topic, covering analytical methods, fluorescence theory, and micellar systems; however, the formatting is not fully consistent and would require careful revision before submission. Some entries mix styles (technical notes vs journal articles), and punctuation is inconsistent throughout. Overall, the references are scientifically suitable but need thorough formatting standardization according to the target journal’s citation style to meet publication standards.
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