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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.
	By combining morpho-anatomical data with phytochemical profiling, this publication offers a strong authentication framework for medicinal plants in the Solanaceae family, making it extremely important for the scientific community. Through the identification of particular diagnostic markers, such as trichome morphology, calcium oxalate crystal forms, and stomatal kinds, the study provides safe techniques for plant identification that are more durable than outward visual characteristics. The purity and safety of herbal medications are further guaranteed by the characterization of secondary metabolites by GC-MS analysis, which provides crucial information for pharmacognosy. Ultimately, this study supports both uniform quality control and biodiversity conservation by bridging the gap between traditional botanical knowledge and contemporary analytical science.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title of your manuscript is: "Morpho-anatomical Examination and Phytochemical characterizations of three sleeted Medicinal Plants belong to Solanaceae Family- Authentication Approach".
While the title accurately reflects the scope of the study, it contains some grammatical errors and could be more concise to better align with academic standards. Specifically, "sleeted" appears to be a typo for "selected," and "belong" should be "belonging."
	

	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 largely thorough, but it needs three major changes. To start, the introductory phrase should explicitly mention the three species (Datura innoxia, Solanum nigrum, and Withania somnifera) in order to clearly establish the study's focus. Second, in order to uphold scientific professional standards, correct technical typos such "photochemical" to "phytochemical" and "sleeted" to "selected." Lastly, to better illustrate the study's practical significance, include a brief statement on the practical necessity of authentication, such as preventing herbal adulteration.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	even though the manuscript's integrated approach is technically good, it needs to critically standardize species names, particularly to fix the uneven use of Solanum nigrum versus Solanum americaum. "Photochemical" needs to be changed to "phytochemical" and "sleeted" to "chosen" in order to conform to botanical standards. To make sure all chemical percentages are exactly the same, the quantitative data in the abstract should also be carefully compared to the tables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Since the references are fundamental, there aren't enough high-impact citations from the previous five years to represent the most recent developments in phytochemical screening. To validate the authentication approach, I suggest including current international pharmacopeia standards and comparative studies on Solanaceae anatomy conducted between 2020 and 2024.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript needs a thorough professional edit because its English is currently unsuitable for scholarly communication. Despite the obvious scientific aim, the research's credibility is damaged by a number of grammatical, typographical, and technical vocabulary mistakes.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Please change grammatical correction and add few latest references from 2021-2026
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	No, its use only plant materials for their research so need
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