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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 manuscript underscores the essential phytoconstituents present in Terminalia chebula, which significantly contribute to its pharmacological properties. The phytochemicals found in T. chebula, such as flavonoids, alkaloids, polyphenols, and triterpenoids, play a key role in its wide-ranging therapeutic effects. These bioactive compounds are responsible for the plant's antioxidant, anti-inflammatory, antimicrobial, anticancer, and cardioprotective activities. The pharmacological potential of these constituents enables T. chebula to address various health issues, making it a valuable asset in both traditional and modern medicinal practices. A deeper understanding of the molecular mechanisms behind these effects could pave the way for the development of more effective, multi-target therapeutic approaches, emphasizing the critical role of its phytochemical and pharmacological profile in advancing human health.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript title is brief and effectively reflects the content.


	

	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 article's abstract is comprehensive, providing a concise overview of the manuscript's content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The literature reviewed in this manuscript is scientifically sound, drawing on a wide range of studies that validate the therapeutic properties of Terminalia chebula. The research presented is based on well-established methodologies, including in vitro and in vivo models, and highlights the phytochemical composition and pharmacological activities of the plant. The findings align with modern scientific principles, and the mechanisms of action proposed are consistent with current understanding in the field of phytopharmacology. Overall, the reviewed literature provides credible evidence supporting T. chebula's potential as a therapeutic agent, while emphasizing the need for further clinical studies to confirm its efficacy in human health.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are generally up-to-date, though including a few more recent reviews in the discussion section would enhance the coverage of the literature. Specifically, adding additional references related to the pharmacological and therapeutic efficacy of Terminalia chebula, particularly in the areas of antidiabetic, cardioprotective, and antiarthritic activities, would broaden the scope of the review and provide a more comprehensive perspective.


	

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


	The article is highly proficient in terms of language and readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	In the extraction methodology, particularly in the nanoparticle synthesis section, slight modifications could be made by subdividing the topics. This would help more clearly highlight the different extraction procedures.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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