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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.


	This manuscript entitled “Comparative Study of Adenosine and Salidroside Regulating the physiological indicators of Caenorhabditis elegans via Ador-1 Receptor” holds significant value for the scientific community as it linked the gap between the fundamental understanding of the adenosine and salidroside and its therapeutic approach on the physiological regulation of Caenorhabditis elegans through the Ador-1 receptor. This manuscript explores the mechanisms of action, it contributes to the growing body of research and their role in disease prevention. The widespread use of adenosine and salidroside in pharmacological and therapeutic applications could contribute to the development of targeted interventions for age-related and metabolic disorder. The findings of this manuscript may help to develop an alternative, cost-effective strategies and decrease the dependance on synthetic drugs with potential side effects. This study work is mainly significant for the scientific community, as it links the therapeutic applications and properties to paving the method for future clinical research. Furthermore, the use of C. elegans as a model organism strengthens the translational relevance of the study, making it a significant contribution to molecular biology and neuropharmacology research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, 

Title almost suitable in accordance to the scientific community
	

	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, 

Abstract is good and almost comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, manuscript is scientifically correct.

But please improve your arrangement of data according to the journal pattern.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference is sufficient, but some literature sited is too old please add recent literature.

Please improve your literature sited section and site maximum and recent literature.
	

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


	Language quality is good and the manuscript suitable for the scholarly communications. 
Suggestion: The manuscript must be revised one time and improve sentence making quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general point of view, this manuscript well-organized and present a perspective aims and application of the neuroprotective mechanisms of salidroside and adenosine. This manuscript contributes valuable insights and could serve as a valuable reference to contribute the sustainable agricultural practices and the efficient utilization in various industrial sectors. Overall, the manuscript is a valuable addition to the literature, but these revisions would make it more robust and impactful in advancing both scientific and practical knowledge.
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