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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 provides valuable insights into alternative, plant-based therapeutic strategies for psoriasis, a chronic autoimmune skin disorder with limited curative options. The utilization of Solanum nigrum in hydrogel form offers a potential herbal treatment that could minimize the adverse effects associated with conventional synthetic drugs. The data supports further exploration of herbal hydrogels in clinical dermatology, thereby contributing to the development of topical agents in evidence-based phytotherapy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the content and scope of the study accurately. It is descriptive and includes key elements such as the formulation, active plant component, and target disease model.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the key findings and methodology. However, it would benefit from slight restructuring for clarity. For example, the methodology and outcomes could be presented in separate sentences to enhance readability. Additionally, include more numerical data (e.g., percentage reduction in PASI score) to strengthen the impact of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design is well-conceived with a clear hypothesis, controlled experimental setup, and appropriate statistical evaluations. The use of PASI scores, cytokine assays, and IR spectroscopy validates the approach.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are generally appropriate and support the discussion. However, including a few more recent articles (from 2022 onwards) that discuss the therapeutic roles of herbal hydrogels or Solanum nigrum in dermatological applications could improve the contextual relevance.

Suggested recent references:

· Gupta S, et al. "Herbal medicines in the treatment of psoriasis: A review." Phytomedicine (2022).

· Kumar V, et al. "Advances in topical herbal therapy for dermatological disorders." J Ethnopharmacol (2023).


	

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


	The language is understandable but requires minor grammatical corrections and sentence restructuring in several parts of the manuscript. A thorough proofreading or copyediting process is recommended to improve clarity, flow, and technical accuracy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and graphs are well-organized and support the data interpretation.

· Tables are comprehensive; however, Table 1 would be clearer if it listed all formulation ingredients uniformly with units.

· A future direction or clinical translation section in the discussion would strengthen the conclusion.

· Justification: The manuscript is scientifically valid and relevant, with minor corrections needed in language and additional recent references.)
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	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 details)
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