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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.


	This manuscript provides a comprehensive and well-structured review of G. biloba L., a well-known medicinal plant with extensive pharmacological relevance. 

Summarizing its phytochemical constituents, pharmacological activities, and therapeutic potential, 

This review contributes valuable of  information for researchers, clinicians, and pharmaceutical scientists. The discussion of traditional uses its relevance. The manuscript serves as a useful reference for future research and development of G. biloba-based therapeutic products.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	Generally the abstact has comprehensive and summarizes the main aspects of the review. 

Suggest  slightly improved by clearly stating the key pharmacological activities and the main objective of the review. 

Also a brief concluding sentence highlighting the significance of Ginkgo biloba in contemporary medicinal research 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically show. The information presented is consistent with current knowledge on G biloba, and the discussion of phytochemistry and pharmacological activities is good enough . The review is well-organized 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general  the references is  sufficient and relevant to the topic. Some recent publications  in last 5 years could be added to  strengthen the discussion, in relation to updated clinical studies and molecular mechanisms of action
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. But Check exactly for the grammar 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Additional Reviewer Comment (Suggested Improvement_)

To further enhance the clarity and educational value of the review, the authors are encouraged to include illustrative figures of Ginkgo biloba. A simple whole-plant image (showing the tree morphology) and a simplified botanical illustration (highlighting leaves, seeds, and reproductive structures) would be beneficial.
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