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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 (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.


	Importance of this Manuscript include:
1. Discovery of novel bioactive substance for management of pharyngeal and throat pains.
2. Exposition of compatibility of prepared herbal lozenges extract with potent drug for easy delivery to infected part of the throat.
3. Elucidation of the characteristic features of the extract for safe and healthcare administration.

4. Creation of avenue for further research in the area of study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. Addition of location or country of the sample may add value.
	

	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 supposed to be summary of the manuscript, but the abstract lacks summary of results and discussion. Addition of results and discussion will reflect, at a glance, the findings of the experiment.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It is original because it does not duplicate existing publications and its contribution is significant to healthcare delivery. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are sufficient, the use of the references should be revisited and positioned aright. Though further literature review may help to fill up references with question mark ‘[?]’.
	

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


	The quality of English language used for the article is moderately suitable for scholarly communications, but can be improved upon. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology is not clear, there is need for amendments.

References not well cited, and missing references. 
Question mark was used to indicate missing information. 
Methodologies lack consistency, some were done in triplicates, but for some others this was not mentioned. Specific time for heating at mentioned temperatures during methodology was missing.
Reference(s) lack year of publication, and page numbers
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

Yes, the use of human subjects involved in the research were supposed to include children, however the vulnerability of children to exposure of such bioactive substance may pose ethical concerns.  
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