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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.


	Research work carried in this manuscript is mainly emphasises on selection of drug candidates with a comprehensive evaluation of different pharmacological activities. The use of marine sources adds significant novelty and interest to this work. The interpretation of results across in vivo, in vitro, and CAAD studies is quite interesting for scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 abstract is comprehensive.
If possible add a graphical abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are quite recent and sufficient. However, a few additional references are recommended in the Introduction section, particularly to support the inclusion of tentative chemical structures of the active constituents from Tetilla dactyloida.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The Introduction section should be organized into well-structured paragraphs instead of a continuous text. For e.g. make paragraph for sentence onwards: THROMBOSIS, INFLAMMATION AND FEVER…
2. In introduction add photographs of marine sponge and tentative chemical structure of drug with citation of suitable references.

3. In Material and method: Prepare two separate parts of material collection and method of Extraction.

4. In extraction procedure correct the word WHATMANN No. 1 FILTER PAPER, also mention the name of preservative used during extraction process to store extract free from microbial attack for 14 days of storage time.
5. In preliminary Phytochemical Screening, 2.4 Anthelmintic activity add worm age details and worm authentication details from zoologist for more clarity of research study.
6. The sentence from same point 2.4  “ THE WORM’S PARALYSIS AND DEATH TIMES COULD NOT BE OBSERVED BY SHAKING IT WIDLY OR SUBMERGING IT IN SLIGHTLY WARM WATER” Make this clear and correct. 
7. In 2.7 Antipyretic activity weight and species of animal must be included. Also make clear justification of six groups reduction in to four groups and number of animal in each group.

8. From same 2.7 Antipyretic activity the sentence “GROUPS III & IV RECEIVED THE ACETONE EXTRACT OF FRUIT AT DOSES OF 200 MG/KG AND 400/MG/KG, RESPECTIVELY” need to recheck the test drug extract from fruit or marine sponge as per used in the study.

9. In Point 3.1.2 GCMS analysis add Sr. No. to each compound to clear the count of 10 compounds.

10.  In point 3.2 anthelmintic activity reconstruct the table No. 2 in easy way to avoid confusion while reading.

11. In point 3.3 Thrombolytic activity, MSE 10 mg/ml has less percentage of blood clotlysis (20.63±2.43) as compare to MSE 5.0 mg/ml  (23.03±4.79) which seems drug has more efficacy at lowest doses 5.0 mg/ml than 10 mg/ml.

12. Avoid repetition in reference section ( 3 & 4 are same)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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