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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The article examines the biochemical composition of snake venoms, their mechanisms of action, and therapeutic uses, providing a balanced perspective on their toxicological and medicinal properties. It exhibits scientific rigor by referencing contemporary and pertinent research while offering comprehensive descriptions of venom kinds and mechanisms, serving both scientific and clinical audiences. While the paper highlights the therapeutic potential of venom research, including its anticancer, antibacterial, analgesic, and anticoagulant properties but it fails to specify which components of particular snake venoms are responsible for these applications. 
The systematic arrangement into sections and adding the in-depth information improves reading and aids comprehension.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	May be corrected as below
“Snake Venom Biology: Unlocking Its Toxic and Medicinal Secrets”

The title should be clear and easily understandable to a broad audience
	.

	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 fairly comprehensive, covering the key aspects of the article, such as the global impact of snakebites, the composition and classification of snake venoms, their evolutionary diversity, and their therapeutic potential. However, there are areas where improvements could enhance clarity and depth:
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Not satisfactory
The information is superficial not in depth
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Suggestions for Improvement:

The report briefly addresses the hazards of snake venom but fails to explore difficulties such as the variety in venom composition or the complexities of translating venom-derived chemicals into medicinal pharmaceuticals. Incorporating comments on the stability, safety, and ethical implications of venom-based treatments would enhance the content.

Inadequate Depth in Therapeutic Applications:

Although several therapeutic applications are noted, comprehensive processes or case studies of venom-derived pharmaceuticals in clinical trials are few.
The manuscript would improve with a critical assessment of the present status of venom-derived pharmacological development and obstacles to commercialization.


Typographical and Structural Inaccuracies:

Several typographical errors, such as "sanke venom" in lieu of "snake venom," undermine the professional appearance.

Minor discrepancies in referencing style, such as quoting the WHO as [2] without additional clarification regarding the use of online resources, may be harmonized.


Restricted Emphasis on Antivenom:

The research discusses the medicinal potential of venom components but fails to sufficiently examine the advancements or hurdles in antivenom production, which is essential for treating snakebite envenomation worldwide.


Graphic Illustrations:

The manuscript is devoid of diagrams, tables, or figures that could visually encapsulate venom constituents, modes of action, or therapeutic approaches.
The incorporation of flowcharts or graphical representations would increase engagement and understanding.

  Address the typographical and structural issues to ensure clarity and consistency throughout the manuscript.

  Broaden the discussion on antivenom and incorporate examples of advancements and challenges in this domain.

  Include visual aids to enhance engagement and summarization of key points.

  Deepen the analysis of therapeutic applications by providing case studies and critically assessing current limitations in venom-derived drug development.

  Add emerging technologies and their impact on venom research, to distinguish the paper from existing literature.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	I did not find any references to Prof. Kemparaju from the University of Mysore, a renowned snake venom researcher from India. Going through his work and adding in the references could enhance the credibility and depth of the article.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	English quality is good and suitable for communication

	NIL

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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