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	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 article on Nymphaea alba Linn. is well-written and provides a comprehensive overview of its taxonomy, nutritional value, phytochemical composition, and wide-ranging pharmacological activities. The manuscript effectively highlights its antioxidant, anti-ulcer, hepatoprotective, cardioprotective, antibacterial, antidiarrheal, antidiabetic, anticancer, and antiurolithiatic potentials. However, the article would benefit from more detailed critical discussion of key studies, proper referencing throughout, and a concluding section summarizing future directions. With minor revisions and language polishing, this will be a valuable contribution to the literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title fits the article well.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and appropriately reflects the content of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct, with relevant content and appropriate references. However, the scientific names (organism names) should be italicized consistently, and a few grammatical errors need to be addressed to improve overall clarity and presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are generally relevant; however, the placement and formatting need improvement for better clarity. Some of the references appear dated — including more recent studies (from the past 5–7 years) on the pharmacological and clinical relevance of Nymphaea alba would strengthen the review.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable and conveys the intended content. However, there are noticeable grammatical errors, inconsistent phrasing, and formatting issues (such as non-italicized scientific names), which should be corrected to meet the standards of scholarly communication. A thorough language and style check is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a comprehensive overview of Nymphaea alba Linn. and effectively highlights its phytochemical composition and pharmacological potential. The content is relevant and scientifically sound. However, attention is needed in formatting references, italicizing scientific names, and correcting grammatical errors to enhance clarity and readability. With minor revisions, the article can serve as a valuable resource for researchers in the field of medicinal plant studies.
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