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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


	This study develops and validates an RP-UPLC method for the simultaneous determination of degradation products in combination dosage forms of ibuprofen and famotidine. Stability studies of such fixed-dose combination drugs are crucial because they provide critical data for both regulatory authorities and the drug development process. While separate methods exist in the literature for both active substances, a validated method for simultaneous determination of degradation products is lacking. In this respect, this study makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community in pharmaceutical analysis. Furthermore, the validation of the method in accordance with ICH guidelines increases the reliability of the findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content of the article.
	

	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 summary is generally comprehensive, clearly outlining the method's development, validation, and application. However:

*The summary is excessively long and filled with methodological details. The findings should be highlighted more.

*A few sample values ​​(LOD, LOQ, or accuracy ranges) from the findings can be included so the reader can quickly grasp the sensitivity of the method.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is largely scientifically sound. Method development and validation (specificity, linearity, LOD, LOQ, accuracy, precision, robustness, solution stability) were conducted in accordance with ICH Q2(R2) guidelines. However:

*The discussion is not proper; comparisons of the findings with other studies in the literature are insufficient.

*The article could place greater emphasis on the method's practical pharmaceutical applications (e.g., its advantages in quality control laboratories).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The resources are sufficient, including both classic pharmaceutical references (USP, ICH) and current articles. However:

*The study lacks a comparison with current analytical methods after 2021. Recent publications, particularly those involving LC-MS/MS or new UPLC methodologies from recent years, should be included.
	

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


	English is understandable, but the writing contains occasional repetitions in grammar and sentence structure. Statements such as "The method was validated in accordance with..." are incorrect and should be corrected. Professional editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study makes a valuable contribution. With minor revisions, it will be ready for publication
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Nilay Akkus Tas, Amasya University, Turkey

