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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 article gives a clear overview of drugs which contains glycosides used in treating cancer, heart, infections and other disorders. It brings all together the information on approved, registered, and experimental glycoside-based drugs. This review is useful resource for researchers and doctors working with sugar-based remedies. The review also highlights the role of glycosides in comparison to protein or gene-based drugs, supporting their future role in this area. By comparing various pharmacopoeias, it takes utmost efforts to align with global regulatory authorities.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A better alternative could be considered for more clarity regards to the content – Glycoside-based drugs in pharmacopoeias – applications and developmental perspectives.
	

	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.


	Abstract is informative
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES, Its correct
But, need minor changes:

1) Misclassifications in Table 1 (e.g., idoxuridine listed as cardiotonic instead of antiviral; methyldigoxin listed as antiviral instead of cardiac glycoside).

2) Cytarabine is incorrectly described as an anthracycline; it is a nucleoside analogue antimetabolite.

3) drug names are misspelled (acarbose, gemcitabine, ribavirin).

4) Mechanistic descriptions (cladribine/fludarabine substitutions, etoposide regimens) need refinement for accuracy. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES, Its sufficient
	

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


	1) Inconsistent capitalization in headings (“results and discussion”).

2) Occasional awkward phrasing (“cytabarinum” instead of cytarabine; “brain activator and reconstructive” for citicoline).

3) Redundant sentences in the abstract and introduction. 

4) A thorough language edit will improve readability and professional tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) Figures referenced (1–4) are missing; they should be included with consistent numbering and chemical structures.

2) Table 1 should be rebuilt with corrected names, indications, and pharmacopoeia entries.

3) The manuscript would benefit from a clearer structure: separate subsections for pharmacopoeia-registered drugs, nucleoside analogues, cardiac glycosides, veterinary glycosides, and emerging candidates.

4) The conclusion should emphasize practical implications: harmonization of pharmacopoeial monographs, quality control of carbohydrate-based drugs, and future directions in glycoside drug discovery.
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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)

No, direct ethical issues are found. Need to crosscheck whether the pharmacopeial data is well cited. 
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