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	TITLE: Integrated Virtual Screening of NPACT-Derived Phytochemicals as Potential FGFR1 Inhibitors for Cholangiocarcinoma Therapy: Molecular Docking, ADMET, MM-GBSA, and Molecular Dynamics. 

COMMENTS:

Overall, the manuscript is exceptionally well crafted. The authors presented their research with clarity, logical coherence, and precision, making the content accessible even to readers outside the immediate field of study. The manuscript is well structured, with seamless transitions between sections that enhance the overall readability. The language is both precise and approachable, reflecting a high level of proficiency in academic writing.

It is refreshing to review a manuscript that combines strong scholarship with excellent writing. The quality of the writing enhances the impact of the research and reflects a commendable level of care and professionalism. I really want to appreciate the authors for their efforts and encourage them to maintain this high standard in future work.

Hereby, I would like to suggests few modifications to improve the quality of the manuscript: 

1.
In the Introduction, add a brief review of prior work on FGFR1 inhibitors from natural sources to more clearly establish the novelty.

2.
Justify why iGEMDock and MOE were chosen over more recent or benchmarked tools (e.g., AutoDock Vina, Glide). Basically, provide few advantages of iGEMDock and MOE.

3.
In the results section, provide few trajectory snapshots or cluster analysis from the 100ns MD simulation to support visual confirmation of stability. 

4.
Figure 3a seems to be blur and the label in the y-axis is not properly aligned. Provide a clearer version of Figure 3a with proper alignment of the label of y-axis. 

5.
In the Introduction, explain why was Pemigatinib used as the reference compound for FGFR1 inhibition? How does its selectivity and efficacy against FGFR1 justify its role as a benchmark in this study?
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