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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.


	This paper is useful since it utilizes degree-based topological indices to predict the physicochemical characteristics of glycosides in herbs, which have significant implications in phytopharmaceutical studies. Conventional techniques used to identify these properties consume time and are expensive, while QSPR modelling offers a cheaper and quicker option. The research identifies that boiling point, polarizability, and molar volume can be accurately predicted (R² > 0.9), which favours drug discovery processes. By emphasizing herbal glycosides, which are usually under-studied versus synthetic medications, the paper brings newness and applicative value for computational chemists as well as pharmacognosists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is precise, descriptive 
	

	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.


	The abstract is quite detailed. It includes objectives, methodology, results, and conclusion. It can be made better by:

Specifically stating the number of compounds under investigation (6 herbal glycosides).

Stating more clearly that flash point and surface tension predictions were weaker.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and sufficient. Suggestion: The authors may add references that demonstrate machine learning applications in QSPR/QSAR for a broader comparative context.
	

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


	The text is clear and appropriate for academic communication, although some grammatical corrections (e.g., to "physicochemical" instead of "physiochemical" throughout) would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is limited by the fact that it is based on the small dataset of 6 compounds. Authors must refer to this limitation more emphatically.
Figures (molecular structures) need to be shown in greater clarity and labelling.

Future directions (e.g., machine learning, bigger dataset, addition of 3D descriptors) need to be highlighted in abstract and conclusion.
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