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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.


	This systematic review highlighted the 20 nucleoside analogues with respect to their physicochemical properties, drug-likeness, bioavailability and hydrogen bonding characteristics. This study used the computational tools to establish the said properties
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES. Various computational tools were utilized by the author to substantiate the findings and highlight their potential relevance for future scientific research.
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	1. In some parts of manuscript, author mentioned this systematic review as “research” and “study”. If author maintains the same wording as “Study”, that would be better. can be editable.

2. Author confined to only 20 compounds only even though he can get a good number of library of molecules. Justify it?
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