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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study contributes to the growing body of research on desert flora and their bioactive compounds. By identifying key phytochemicals in Calligonum polygonoides, it highlights its potential for pharmaceutical applications, especially in oxidative stress-related diseases. The study underscores the significance of desert plants as sources of novel therapeutic agents, encouraging further bioactivity studies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is clear and relevant. However, if more specificity is needed, consider: Qualitative Phytochemical Screening of Calligonum  polygonoides Stem Extract from Jaisalmer, Rajasthan
· This specifies the qualitative nature of the screening.


	

	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 well-written but could be slightly refined for conciseness.

· Consider clarifying the study’s impact on pharmaceutical applications. Example: These findings highlight the plant’s potential for novel bioactive compounds in drug discovery.
· Ensure a clear summary of key results


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The methodology and results are structured well.

· Ensure consistency in terminologies (e.g., phytochemical vs. bioactive compound).

· It would be beneficial to specify control measures (e.g., reference standards for phytochemical tests).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Most references are relevant, but ensure that at least some are recent (within the last 5 years).

· Consider adding recent reviews or studies that validate the pharmacological potential of desert plants.


	

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


	· The manuscript is clear but could benefit from minor edits:

· Example: distinct to pharmaceutical chemicals → should be "unlike pharmaceutical chemicals"
· Since they treat diseases without harming humans, they can be regarded as 'man-friendly medicines'. → Consider rewording for clarity.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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