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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The evaluation of a dual activated carbon filtration system improved under GMP change control is presented in this publication in a methodical and scientifically sound manner. Improved compliance, operational dependability, and consistent purified water quality are all persuasively shown by the extensive certification data. Pharmaceutical water system management can benefit from the study's useful and pertinent regulatory findings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Although your existing title is technically sound and powerful, it seems a little lengthy and stiff. You can make it more concise and polished while maintaining clarity if this is for regulatory submission, validation protocol, or GMP documentation.
Suggested Title- “Implementation and qualification of a dual activated carbon filtration system for persistent GMP-compliant water purification.”
	

	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 adequately thorough, organized, and easy to understand. Since the crucial scientific and compliance elements are well addressed, neither additions nor deletions are required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Suggested Few Changes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The scope of contemporary research in pharmaceutical water systems, GMP-based system modernization, and activated carbon applications may not be sufficiently represented by the existing reference list, which seems to be small. The authors are urged to significantly broaden the literature review in light of the manuscript's technical and regulatory breadth. Specifically, including at least total 30 or more current and pertinent references would greatly improve the work's scientific basis. 
Citing more pertinent research on activated carbon's uses in water purification and system modernization would improve the manuscript. To strengthen the literature support, the following recent studies may be added in particular:

· Telgote, A. R., & Patil, S. S. (2020). Study and application of various activated carbons and ash used in water purification techniques: A review. Current World Environment, 15(3). http://dx.doi.org/10.12944/CWE.15.3.03
· Telgote, A. R., & Patil, S. S. (2022). Water treatment by using thermally activated carbon prepared from the shells of Arachis hypogaea. Applied Ecology and Environmental Sciences, 10(4), 225–235. http://pubs.sciepub.com/aees/10/4/7/index.html#Figure1
· Telgote, A. R., & Patil, S. S. (2023). An overview of the research and application of various activated carbons and ash used in water purification technology. Emerging Issues in Environment, Geography and Earth Science, 1, 131–150. https://doi.org/10.9734/bpi/eieges/v1/18338D

	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript tackles a significant issue in pharmaceutical water system modernization and GMP compliance, and it is generally well-structured and scientifically strong. The paper will be even better and have a greater impact on the scientific community if the suggested changes are implemented, especially enhancing the references and improving the way the figures are presented.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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