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	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 explores the neuroprotective potential of quinic acid against rotenone induced Parkinson’s disease in rats, addressing a critical gap in the search for novel, natural therapeutic agents for neurodegenerative disorders
Understanding the therapeutic potential of naturally occurring compounds like quinic acid is valuable, as it may provide safer and more affordable alternatives to existing pharmacotherapies for neurodegenerative disorders

These findings add to the growing evidence supporting plant derived molecules as potential adjuncts or alternatives to conventional Parkinson’s disease therapies. 

Overall, the research offers promising insights that could guide future mechanistic studies and translational efforts toward safer, neuroprotective treatment strategies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes generally understandable
	

	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 of the manuscript provides a general overview of the study but is not fully comprehensive or well balanced
The abstract should be restructured, shortened, and clarified with concise background, essential methodological details, and quantitative results. Removing redundancy and improving grammar will enhance readability and scientific impact, making it suitable for publication
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically plausible but the introduction lacks sufficient depth in explaining the molecular basis of quinic acid’s potential neuroprotective actions e.g., effects on mitochondrial function, oxidative stress pathways, or dopaminergic neuron survival
The authors do not adequately compare their results to previous studies on quinic acid or similar compounds
	

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

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


	No the language and English quality of the manuscript are not yet suitable for scholarly communication. While the scientific intent is understandable, the paper contains frequent grammatical errors, inconsistent sentence structure, and awkward phrasing, which significantly reduce clarity and professionalism
The entire manuscript should undergo professional English proofreading and academic editing by a native or fluent English speaker experienced in biomedical writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	To be suitable for publication, authors must:

1. Clarify and expand the methodology for reproducibility.

2. Include at least one mechanistic biomarker experiment.

3. Professionally revise the language and figures.

4. Discuss translational relevance of quinic acid more critically.
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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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