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	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.


	The manuscript provides a comprehensive and timely review on the neuroprotective roles of phytochemicals in neurological and neurodegenerative disorders. It integrates molecular mechanisms with experimental evidence from in vitro and in vivo studies, offering a valuable framework that links traditional medicinal plants with modern neuropharmacology. The topic is relevant and of interest to researchers in neuroscience, pharmacology, and natural product-based therapeutics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. It clearly indicates that the article is a comprehensive review focusing on neuroprotective roles of phytochemicals in neurological disorders.
	

	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 clear and generally comprehensive. It adequately summarizes the background, major mechanisms involved in neurological diseases, and the therapeutic potential of medicinal plants. Minor refinement in language and conciseness may further improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound and is supported by relevant literature. The described mechanisms and pharmacological activities are consistent with current knowledge. Minor grammatical and stylistic editing is recommended to improve readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate in number and include several recent publications. Overall, they sufficiently support the statements made in the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical, spelling, and stylistic corrections are recommended to further improve clarity, coherence, and fluency throughout the manuscript. Professional English language editing would enhance the overall quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and informative. The inclusion of tables summarizing phytochemicals, targets, and experimental models enhances readability. With minor language editing, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.

The manuscript is well organized, scientifically sound, and addresses a relevant and timely topic. Minor language and stylistic revisions are recommended to further improve clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The study is a review article based on previously published literature and does not involve human participants or animal experimentation.
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