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	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.


	The potential of the medicinal plant Acanthus montanus in the hunt for COVID-19 treatments using in-silico approaches makes this paper significant to the scientific community. The study uses computer-aided drug design tools to find interesting bioactive chemicals that might block important viral proteins. This study advances our knowledge of plant-based antiviral medicines and promotes more experimental research to support these conclusions. In the battle against new illnesses, it illustrates the need of combining conventional medicine with cutting-edge computational technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it includes essential components such as the background, objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. 
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the article is well-organized and properly written, with all the information provided and referenced.  
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