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	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.


	Commelina diffusa is less studied plant, by highlighting its rich profile of bioactive compounds, minerals, vitamins, this study contributes valuable insights into its potential. The finding may serve as a foundation for further research on this plant’s therapeutic properties. Additionally, study supports the exploration of this plant as a natural dietary supplements. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is ok
	

	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.


	· Abstract is heavily focused on numerical data which reduces its effectiveness. Adding only key nutritional potential of Commelina diffusa will be more impactful and comprehensive rather than listing all values.
· Add at least one sentence which state that why Commelina diffusa is taken for present study, why it is traditionally or medicinally important plant and what will be the significance of study.
· Which parameter makes Commelina diffusa as a “good shelf-life”? either clarify or remove it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Research is scientifically good, but not written in well manner. Grammatical errors and uniform formatting should be addressed to enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In Introduction section more recent references related to bioactive, nutritional components and therapeutic potential of C. diffusa will enhance the effectiveness of that section.
	

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


	English language quality needs major revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· MS not written in uniform font style, some places Calibri font occur in between New Times roman font., Some places double spacing noted between two words, formulas are not well aligned, Capital letters are also written in between sentences. 
· In many places scientific names are not italicized, especially in reference section.

· References are written in inconsistent style. In some references journal names are italicized while others are not.
· Some journal names are abbreviated (J. Int. Soc. Prev. Community Dent) while others are written in full.
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