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	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 manuscript titled holds relevance for the scientific community, particularly in the context of the growing interest in phytopharmacology over the past decade. As medicinal plants continue to serve as a valuable reservoir of potential therapeutic molecules, the detailed profiling and identification of their bioactive constituents are essential steps in drug discovery. The use of UV and HPTLC as an analytical tools provides a foundational chemical characterization that can support further pharmacological and biological investigations of the extract. Such studies are crucial for guiding future research on plant-based therapeutics and for validating traditional medicinal knowledge with scientific evidence
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	Abstract is well structured. I suggest to the authors to add names of the sections such as “Introduction”, “Material and methods”, “Results”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is written well. The methods for extract preparation are described. Results are well given with enough tables and figures. However, I recommend to the authors to move the initial few paragraphs from “Observation and results” – the data about the plant and “Ethnomedicinal and therapeutic uses” in the Introduction of the manuscript and to start with “Preliminary phytochemical analysis”. “Experimental conditions” paragraph also should be placed in “Material and methods”. No repeat of the results in “Discussion” part is needed.  At the same time, I recommend to the authors to find (if possible) more studies about this medicinal plant and to compare the results observed in the manuscript. Also to try to find explanation of potential differences between different study teams. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Only 17 references are not enough for original study. Even more 1/3 of them are older than 10 years. Please add more relevant references, especially for the Discussion. 
	

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


	No English editing needed. English quality is enough good.
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