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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 addresses an important and underexplored area in addiction research by evaluating the anti-alcoholic potential of a commonly consumed medicinal plant, Spinacia oleracea, using a validated behavioral model. The study contributes experimental evidence supporting the role of plant-based interventions in modulating alcohol-seeking behavior, which is relevant given the limitations of existing pharmacotherapies. The use of the runway apparatus adds translational value by assessing craving, extinction, and reinstatement phases. Overall, the findings may stimulate further mechanistic and clinical research on nutraceutical approaches for alcohol dependence.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the objective, experimental model, test substance, and study outcome. It accurately conveys the scope of the work and does not require modification.
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured, covering the background, objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. The experimental groups, behavioral model, and major outcomes are clearly presented. No major additions or deletions are required. However, the abstract may be slightly improved by briefly mentioning the animal species and study duration for added clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, use of control and standard drug (acamprosate), behavioral assessment through the runway apparatus, and statistical analysis using two-way ANOVA followed by Bonferroni’s post-hoc test are appropriate. The interpretation of behavioral outcomes across conditioning, extinction, and reinstatement phases is logical and supported by relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and relevant, covering alcohol dependence pharmacotherapy, behavioral models, and phytochemical properties of Spinacia oleracea. However, there is noticeable repetition of several references in the list. The authors are advised to remove duplicate citations and ensure consistency in reference formatting. Inclusion of one or two recent preclinical studies (post-2020) on plant-based interventions for alcohol use disorder could further strengthen the reference base.
	

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


	Yes, the language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written and well organized. Minor grammatical corrections, uniform tense usage, and formatting consistency in tables and figure captions may be addressed during revision to improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well executed and provides promising preliminary evidence for the anti-alcoholic potential of Spinacia oleracea. Future studies focusing on dose optimization, mechanistic pathways, and biochemical correlates would enhance the translational relevance of the findings.
Decision: Minor Revision

The manuscript is scientifically robust, methodologically sound, and ethically compliant. The results are clearly presented and supported by appropriate statistical analysis. Minor revisions related to reference duplication, language polishing, and formatting consistency are recommended before acceptance.
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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? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The study has obtained approval from the Institutional Animal Ethics Committee and was conducted in accordance with CCSEA guidelines. Ethical approval details are clearly stated.
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