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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 manuscript explores the neuroprotective potential of plant extracts—particularly Ashwagandha, Noni, and Lemon—against paraquat-induced neurotoxicity using C. elegans as a model. The relevance of the study lies in its application to neurodegenerative diseases like Parkinson’s Disease (PD), providing promising evidence for cost-effective and accessible botanical interventions. It contributes significantly to the ongoing search for natural agents that combat oxidative-stress-mediated neuronal damage.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and scope of the manuscript. It is specific, informative, and effectively communicates the main research theme.
	

	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 generally clear and well-structured. However, minor grammatical revisions are recommended (e.g., "Whereas, in praquat shown highest neurodegeneration of (80%)" → "Paraquat alone caused the highest neurodegeneration at 80%"). It could also briefly mention the significance of using C. elegans as a model and highlight functional outcomes such as mobility improvements with Ashwagandha treatment.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and based on well-established models and protocols. The experimental design is valid, and the results are coherently interpreted. However, minor clarity improvements and sentence restructuring would enhance readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient and recent, covering studies up to 2024. A few additional citations from recent reviews on natural neuroprotective agents could further enrich the discussion.
	

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

	The English language is acceptable for scholarly communication, though a few grammatical and structural issues need editing for better clarity. Language polishing is recommended before final publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This study effectively bridges traditional knowledge with modern neurobiology. It would benefit from including mechanistic insight (e.g., gene expression data or stress response pathways) in future work. Including raw data or supplementary figures would enhance transparency.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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