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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.

	This manuscript presents a well-structured with systematical approach for the determination of serotonin in human urine using a micelle-enhanced spectrofluorimetric method. The study addresses an important analytical challenge by offering a cost-effective and rapid alternative to conventional chromatographic techniques, which often require sophisticated instrumentation. The study contributes meaningfully to the field of bioanalytical chemistry by improving accessibility to serotonin monitoring in resource-limited settings.
	

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

	

Yes. Its aacurate, relavent and scientific
	

	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.

	It clearly outlines the objective, methodology, validation parameters, and key findings. However, it may benefit from a slight refinement:
Consider briefly emphasizing the practical applicability in clinical settings.
A short mention of comparative advantage over existing techniques (e.g., time, cost) would further strengthen it.
Overall, only minor polishing is suggested; no major revision is required.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, The experimental design, validation parameters, and analytical procedures are appropriately described and aligned with established guidelines (ICH Q2(R1)). However, a few minor improvements could enhance clarity, Some sections contain repetition of theoretical explanations, particularly regarding micellar effects.A clearer link between experimental findings and practical application in certain subsections would improve readability.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are satisfactory and relevant to the topic. 
There multiple duplicate reffrences which should be removed 

	

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

	

Yes and is suitable for scolarly communication


	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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