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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 article is useful for the knowing the chemical constituents present in leaves of Calotropis gigantea .
To know the cytotoxicity and antimicrobial activity of Calotropis gigantea 

To isolate, purification and identification of chemical compounds responsible for the not only above but also for remaining pharmacognosy activites. 

To helpful for the drug desing from the chemicals in the Calotropis gigantea
	

	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.


	Abstract is not in a proper way. Authors are request to rewrite abstract in the form of aim/importance, methodology, results and finally conclusions in your own words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Absolutely the manuscript is correct. authors have followed the scientific methods and evaluated the results scientifically
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are correct.  Authors cited proper and recent ones
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are so many scientific and typographic mistakes. As per my knowledge i corrected whatever the mistakes done by authors in review.
Discussion part is vast and most of part is not correlated to manuscript.

Conclusions are authors statements about research output but they are missing
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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 detail)

No
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