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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 review helps researchers identify potential hepatoprotective plants from Ayurvedic texts and shows how many have already been validated experimentally. It provides a useful database of plants, extracts, and experimental models. Such integration of traditional and modern knowledge may accelerate herbal drug discovery and contribute to evidence-based Ayurveda.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly conveys the focus of the article.
	

	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 comprehensive, but it could be improved by including a brief statement about the significance of reverse pharmacology and how the analytical review contributes to future hepatoprotective drug research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with well-organized tables and references. However, the discussion section could be expanded to provide more comparative analysis rather than just compilation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent, with citations up to 2024. However, formatting consistency (Vancouver style) should be checked carefully.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear, but minor grammatical corrections are required for smoother readability. For example:

•
"Liver is an important organ in human body which perform multiple vital function" → "The liver is an important organ in the human body that performs multiple vital functions."

•
"Ayurveda the ‘The science of Life’ have many effective herbs" → "Ayurveda, the ‘Science of Life,’ has many effective herbs."
	

	Optional/General comments


	•
Tables are well-prepared and useful.

•
Consider shortening repetitive descriptions of extracts and models in Table 3 for clarity.

•
Discussion could highlight gaps in experimental studies (e.g., lack of clinical trials).

The manuscript provides an analytical review of hepatoprotective drugs mentioned in Madanapala Nighantu and correlates them with modern pharmacological validation. It bridges traditional Ayurvedic wisdom with experimental findings, which is valuable for researchers in pharmacognosy, Ayurveda, and drug discovery. The study is important because it compiles classical references and validates them with recent scientific studies, supporting reverse pharmacology as a tool for drug development.
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