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	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.


	1. The manuscript addresses the significant global health issue of hyperlipidemia and the growing interest in safer, natural alternatives to synthetic drugs. 

2. The phytochemical characterization of a polyherbal formulation provides a scientific basis for its traditional use. 

3. The study is valuable as it documents the presence of multiple bioactive compounds (alkaloids, tannins, terpenoids, etc.) known for their lipid-lowering and antioxidant properties. 

4. Establishing this phytochemical profile is a crucial first step in validating the formulation's potential efficacy and safety for managing hyperlipidemia. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 The title is suitable, accurate, and clearly reflects the manuscript's content. It is descriptive and includes all key plant species.
	

	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 good but can be improved. It states that the analysis was performed on the "herbal formulation," but the Methods section clarifies that individual plant extracts were screened separately and then combined conceptually. This should be clarified in the abstract. Suggestion: Modify the sentence to: "Phytochemical analysis of the individual aqueous extracts revealed the presence of..." Also, consider briefly mentioning the key results (e.g., "Tannins and alkaloids were present in all four extracts, while other constituents varied") to give a more concrete summary of the findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its methodology and reporting. The use of standard qualitative phytochemical tests is appropriate for a preliminary study. The results are presented clearly in Table 01 and discussed in the context of existing literature, acknowledging variations. The main scientific limitation is the lack of quantification of the identified phytoconstituents and the absence of in-vivo or in-vitro bioactivity data to directly correlate the findings with the claimed anti-hyperlipidemic effect. The conclusion about "synergistic action" is speculative based on the presented data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly appropriate and include some recent works
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, there are minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that require polishing. For example: "The powdered material were combined" should be "was combined"; "Hyperlipidemia, a metabolic disorder characterized by elevated plasma lipid and lipoprotein levels, is a major risk factor for cardiovascular diseases." is a bit repetitive. A thorough proofreading is recommended to enhance readability and professionalism
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Clarity on Formulation: The manuscript would benefit from explicitly stating the specific proportions in which the plant powders were combined for the formulation. This is essential for reproducibility.

2.  Justification for Aqueous Extract: A brief sentence justifying why an aqueous extract was chosen (e.g., to mimic traditional preparations like teas or decoctions) would add context. 

3. Future Direction: The conclusion should more explicitly state that this is a preliminary study and that future work involving quantitative analysis and biological assays is necessary to confirm the therapeutic potential.
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