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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.


	At a time, era, and season when chronic diseases have held the world to ransom defiled all efforts by pharmaceutical industries to generate cure and effective treatment for several if them to no avail. In the face of helplessness of the medical industry and the public who have suffered much pain, disabilities and early death of them and love ones, and plant products continuously revealing promising potentials to fill this huge gap in medical is always a welcome innovation, which any rightthinking humanitarian person must embrace and give the necessary boost needed to ensure that remedies get to the thirsty chronically sick world.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Hexane Fraction of Catunaregam nilotica root-bark extract, Bioavailability, pharmacokinetics, drug-likeness and Toxicity
(Also, what is the english or popular name of this plant?. Please, note that texts in bracket is not part of the suggested title)
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive, however, I did not see any statement of hypothesis, null and alternate. No indication of research question. The statement of hypothesis and research question/s provide the ground or basis upon which this study can be concluded. There was no, p-value, no confident interval for us to know the error margin committed in this study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Please, revise this statement for clarity: “Many QSAR/ SAR models have been developed, and there are online servers based on them that enable highly accurate predictions of the ADME/T properties of chemical compounds (Borrero, Borrero, Lopez, Pineda, & Castro, 2020).” Readers need to know the meaning of in-silico In-silico, be consistent.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly recent and okay; however, if author can make it up to 20-25 references. It does not have to, if the study is new, and not much work done about the subject.
	

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


	Yes. Congratulations to the author!
	

	Optional/General comments


	The conclusion requires the author to draw conclusions of a quantitative study, which make reference to the rejection of null hypothesis or acceptance of alternate hypothesis.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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