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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	Manuscript Number:2025_BPR_5207
Impact of Interprofessional Collaborative Care on Health Disparities: Roles of Pharmacists in Chronic Disease Management

Positives
· The study effectively demonstrates the impact of interprofessional care on chronic disease management and health disparities.
· I liked the comprehensive methodology being followed with adhearnce to STROBE guidelines and employs a structured retrospective observational approach.
· The article shows the emphasis on the crucial role of pharmacists in interdisciplinary healthcare, reinforcing patient-centered care models.
· Also the work is well-organized statistical analysis highlighting significant clinical and economic improvements.
· Relevance & Impact: 
Areas to Improve
· The introduction and methodology sections could be more succinct to maintain reader engagement, clarity and being concise.
· I recommend that the discussion should further explore real-world applications, potential barriers, and policy implications of interprofessional care models.
· I would also welcome deeper comparison with other interprofessional care models or previous studies could strengthen the argument for pharmacist-led interventions.
· Also, the study should explicitly acknowledge possible biases in retrospective data analysis and provide recommendations for future research.
· I have noticed minor inconsistencies in table formatting and some redundancies in describing interprofessional roles should be streamlined.
Final Verdict
The paper is well-researched and presents meaningful findings on interprofessional collaborative care. However, refining clarity, expanding the discussion, and addressing study limitations would enhance its impact and readability. With these improvements, it has the potential for publication.
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