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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 (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 article gives a detailed account on about the molecular docking techniques, which would aid the student as well as the beginners of modern computer aided drug development. This also makes the choice of use of the ideal sofware that should be used forndifferent purpose. This manuscript includes the very principle of molecular docking from lipinski’s rule upto the interpretation of the results, makes it comprehensive for a fresher to strat upon. As it compiles with the limtations and challenges, it gives with the idea of future updations and needs of molecular docking software & techinques.
	

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

	Yes
	

	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.

	I would prefer adding a note on docking techniques included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is. It completely explains the docking methods in detail.
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, upto 80% of it.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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