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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 manuscript is important because it connects ancient healing practices with modern medical science. It shows how bioactive compounds in leech saliva can help in wound healing, reducing inflammation, and improving circulation. By highlighting both traditional wisdom and new scientific findings, it opens doors for developing safer and more effective treatments. Ultimately, it provides a strong foundation for future medical research and innovation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Bioactive Peptides from Leech Saliva: Mechanisms, Therapeutic Potential, and Modern Medical Applications”

“Hirudotherapy Revisited: Bioactive Peptides and Their Role in Wound Healing and Clinical Medicine”
	

	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.


	Keep the focus on bioactive peptides and their healing potential.

Add briefly the future scope (drug discovery, clinical trials) to show relevance for ongoing research.

Simplify or shorten the historical context (can be kept for introduction instead).

Highlight the clinical importance more clearly (e.g., wound healing, vascular regeneration, inflammation).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the science is sound, but tightening the focus and balancing benefits with limitations will improve its credibility and readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Keep the historical references for background but shift the emphasis toward recent clinical and molecular studies.

Add more systematic reviews or meta-analyses on leech therapy from the past 5 years to strengthen the evidence base (e.g., Frontiers in Medicine, 2024 systematic review on applications of leech therapy; Plastic and Reconstructive Surgery Global Open, 2019 review on medicinal leeches).

Include more recent biotechnological and proteomic studies of leech saliva peptides to highlight drug discovery potential (e.g., Baskova et al., 2023; Kaya et al., 2025).
	

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


	The English is adequate but would benefit from language editing for conciseness, grammar, and scholarly tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No,  direct ethical violations, but the section could be improved by highlighting animal welfare, patient consent, and ethical sourcing more clearly.
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