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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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.


	A systematic investigation reveals the chemical composition of the little-known climax species Anogeissus pendula that thrives in the Aravalli Range. Measuring active compounds in leaves and stems improves our knowledge of how the plant could be beneficial for health and conservation efforts. Determining the presence of compounds such as flavonoids, alkaloids, tannins and saponins serves as the foundation for conducting pharmacological examinations and developing the conservation plans. This investigation contributes to the field of ethnobotany and could help motivate future works in natural product chemistry and the sustainable management of local plant biodiversity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, "Phytochemical characterization of leaf and stem extracts of Anogeissus pendula: A climax species of the Aravalli’s", is mostly appropriate in terms of 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.


	Although the abstract provides a general summary of the study it doesn't present all relevant information in a clear manner. Specific phytochemicals and the plant tissues where they were found are outlined in the abstract. Using a well-defined approach for phytochemical screening in the study boosts its reliability. The discoveries made in this study could find applications in both healthcare and the environment since certain identified phytochemicals have valuable properties. The abstract can be improved by translating the content into simpler and more grammatically correct sentences. Implementing these improvements will significantly improve both the clarity and scholarly value of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study follows scientifically sound procedures and aims to achieve its stated objectives. The presence of various phytochemicals was confirmed using standard qualitative analyses of leaf and stem extracts from Anogeissus pendula. Quantitative data and a more extensive review of the published literature related to the findings would greatly improve the study. Necessary adjustments in the analysis and presentation of results are suggested.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The literature cited is adequate overall, although contemporary and closely related works have not been fully incorporated. A number of references are over a decade old. Fresh information about phytochemistry and therapeutic properties from the last 5–7 years would enhance the research. Integrating some recent and reliable articles supports the credibility of the study.
	

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


	The manuscript has readable language yet is still insufficient for professional academic discourse. A range of grammatical mistakes, unpolished phrasing, and varied sentence styles can be found in different parts of the manuscript. The content will be more comprehensible and clearer after careful review and revision by an expert in English language writing. A professional review of the English language is advised prior to publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript focuses on the chemical components of a significant plant species but doesn't provide any quantitative information or tests the biological activity of the plant extracts. More detail should be added and connections made to prior research. Language and references require improvement. The manuscript will be a useful addition to the scientific literature once these improvements are made.
The manuscript is scientifically valid but requires improvements in quantitative data, discussion depth, language quality, and updated references before it can be accepted.
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