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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.


	The present mini-review holds significant importance for the scientific community as it consolidates and critically evaluates the fragmented pharmacological knowledge on Anisochilus carnosus, an ethnomedicinal plant with emerging therapeutic potential. Despite its traditional uses, comprehensive scientific documentation on its bioactive constituents and mechanisms of action remains limited; this review addresses that gap by integrating recent experimental findings. By highlighting its antimicrobial, antioxidant, anti-inflammatory, and other pharmacological properties, the manuscript provides a foundation for future research aimed at drug development and evidence-based validation of traditional practices. Overall, it serves as a crucial resource for researchers in pharmacology, phytochemistry, and ethnobotany who seek to explore underutilized medicinal plants for therapeutic applications.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	While the title is appropriate, the scientific name cited is a synonym. I recommend revising it to the currently accepted botanical name to ensure taxonomic accuracy. It is mentioned Anisochilus carnosus, whether it should be Coleus strobilifer (Roxb.) A.J.Paton.
	

	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, well-structured, and covers the essential components expected in a mini-review—botanical background, phytochemistry, pharmacological activities, and the review’s purpose. It effectively highlights the therapeutic relevance of Coleus strobilifer and its diverse phytoconstituents. But since it is for a scientific review, a few refinements can make it stronger, clearer, and more impactful. Here are my suggestions:

1. Add a brief statement on knowledge gaps. Most reviews benefit from stating why the review is needed (e.g., fragmented data, lack of consolidated pharmacological evidence).

2. Specify the scope of the review more clearly. Mention if the review covers mechanistic insights, comparative pharmacology, or potential for drug development, if applicable.

3. “Gal kapparawalliya” may be unfamiliar to a global audience; either contextualize or remove unless essential.

4. Replace “used extensively in traditional medicine systems across the globe” with a more precise phrase:

“Used in several traditional medicine systems, particularly in South and Southeast Asia.”

	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are largely adequate, incorporating a few additional sources would further strengthen the manuscript’s foundation and enhance its alignment with current research standards.
1. Thamburaj, S., Sarma, C., Johnson, A.M., Etikala, A. and Kalakandan, S.K., 2023. Biocolorant from Anisochilus carnosus: A Natural Food Preservative. In Bioprospecting of Tropical Medicinal Plants (pp. 589-610). Cham: Springer Nature Switzerland.
2. Kannian, P., Mohana, S., Rohini, M.V., Punithavalli, B. and Gunasekaran, P., 2020. Identification and evaluation of Anisochilus carnosus (L. fil.) Wall. as a novel candidate with therapeutic potential against multi-drug resistant Staphylococcus aureus. Journal of Herbal Medicine, 23, p.100369.


	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is well-suited for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is overall well-structured and presents valuable findings; however, I would like to suggest a few revisions for clarity and consistency.

1. There is inconsistency in the use of scientific names—some sections include the full scientific name while others use abbreviated forms. I recommend standardizing this throughout the manuscript for coherence and also use the accepted scientific name rather than the synonym one.
2. Since Anisochilus carnosus is a wild medicinal plant, mentioning: sustainable harvesting, conservation strategies can broaden the conclusion, especially for biodiversity-focused readers.
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