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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.

	The review is aimed at assessing the evidence-based effectiveness of Munzij-Mushil therapy for prevention, management and treatment of diseases and may be significant. However, the studies tabulated do not provide conclusive evidence and need to be elaborated.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The Unani concept of Munzij Mushil therapy: A Systematic Review 
	

	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.

	Rephrasing required to enhance clarity in the Abstract. And to rectify grammatical errors.
(e.g. The objective of this systematic review is to assess the …)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1.It is recommended to better detail and interpret the studies explored to provide supporting evidence.
2. The scientific names of drugs are misspelt in Table 1: Viola odorata,  Nymphaea alba, Fumaria officinalis, Andropogon schirensis, Chicorium intybus, Borago officinalis, Cordia latifolia,  Glycyrrhiza glabra.
3. All acronyms written for the first time should be elaborated, KOOS, VAS, WOMAC etc.
4. It is also recommended to outline briefly the basic principles of Unani medicine in the Introduction. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S155083072500059X
	

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

	The authors are advised to revisit the manuscript for grammatical errors and rephrasing some sentences for clarity. 
	

	Optional/General comments
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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)
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