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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 is significant importance for scientific community as Basella rubra Linn.  Is a widely used medicinal plant. This study will help to establish pharmacognostic parameters and preliminary phytochemical constituents & standardization of plant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable
	

	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.


	It is not structured – background, aim, methodology, result & conclusion.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  The references are not sufficient in number.

  There is a large time gap between older references (1963, 1999, 2003) and the more recent ones.

  Most recent phytochemical and pharmacological studies on Basella rubra (antioxidant, antimicrobial, anti-inflammatory, wound healing, etc.) are missing.


	

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


	  Some sentences are lengthy and awkwardly phrased, e.g., “The present study intended with various phytochemical screening…” should be revised to “The present study carried out phytochemical screening…”.

  Minor grammar and word choice issues:

· “intended with” → “was intended to carry out”

· “exhibit quick identification” → “enable rapid identification”

  Repetition of phrases like “the present study” could be reduced for conciseness.

  Transitions between background, aim, and results are not smooth.
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