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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.


	It provides a comprehensive review of the plant’s traditional applications, phytochemical constituents, and experimentally validated pharmacological properties.

This manuscript offers a valuable contribution to the scientific community by bridging traditional Ayurvedic wisdom with modern pharmacological insights into Nelumbo nucifera.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article —
“EXPLORING THE MEDICINAL WEALTH OF NELUMBO NUCIFERA GAERTN: A REVIEW ON ITS TRADITIONAL USES AND SCIENTIFIC PERSPECTIVES” —
is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.

It clearly indicates that the paper is a review and highlights both traditional and modern scientific aspects of Nelumbo nucifera. No alternative title is necessary.


	

	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 effectively summarizes the key aspects of the manuscript, including the plant’s traditional uses, phytochemical profile, and pharmacological activities.

Suggested Improvements:

Addition: A brief mention of the methodology used for selecting and reviewing the literature would enhance the transparency and scientific rigor of the abstract.

Clarification: Consider explicitly stating the research gap or future direction in one sentence at the end to reinforce the manuscript’s significance.

These minor refinements can improve clarity and completeness for the reader.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It systematically compiles information from classical Ayurvedic texts and corroborates it with data from peer-reviewed experimental and clinical studies. The phytochemical and pharmacological details are well-referenced, and the integration of traditional and modern perspectives is logically structured. The interpretations are consistent with the cited literature, and no major scientific inaccuracies were noted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and span both classical Ayurvedic literature and contemporary scientific research.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-written, clear, and professionally structured.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized and offers a holistic view of Nelumbo nucifera by bridging traditional Ayurvedic knowledge with modern pharmacological findings. The use of classical references alongside contemporary studies enhances its academic value. Visual elements like tables summarizing pharmacodynamic traits and phytochemicals are useful and informative. Overall, it is a commendable effort that contributes meaningfully to the field of ethnopharmacology and integrative medicine.
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