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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.
	Extracting herbal drugs in different solvents is important because each solvent selectively dissolves specific phytochemicals, helping to identify the active constituents. By comparing extracts, researchers can determine which fraction shows the strongest pharmacological activity. Animal studies then provide evidence of the biological effects, dose-response, and safety profile of these extracts. This approach also helps to validate traditional uses of medicinal plants and reveals whether traditional preparations are the most effective.
Ultimately, such studies guide the isolation of bioactive
compounds and support the development of safe, effective plant-based drugs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable as it is concise, informative, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	




	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 generally comprehensive; however, I suggest adding more details on the methodology and highlighting the key findings more clearly. This will improve its clarity and impact
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with
appropriate methodology, valid data interpretation, and conclusions supported by results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them
in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, but inclusion of a few more recent studies from the last 3–5 years would strengthen the manuscript
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is generally understandable, but minor language editing is needed to improve grammar, sentence structure, and overall readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript presents a valuable study, and with clearer methodology details and minor language polishing, it can become a strong contribution to the field.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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