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	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 entitled “Elucidation of Anatomical, Phytochemical and Toxicological Evaluation of Drynaria quercifolia Rhizome Scales” investigates the anatomical structure, phytochemical composition, and potential toxicological properties of the rhizome scales of Drynaria quercifolia. The study addresses an interesting ethnopharmacological question regarding the traditional removal of rhizome scales prior to medicinal use. The integration of anatomical observation, phytochemical screening, FT-IR characterization, and bioassay-based toxicity evaluation provides a multidisciplinary perspective.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Elucidation of Anatomical, Phytochemical and Toxicological Evaluation of Drynaria quercifolia (L.) J.Sm Rhizome Scales” is generally relevant to the content of the manuscript. However, it is somewhat lengthy and grammatically inconsistent, and the phrase “Elucidation of… evaluation” is not stylistically strong. A clearer and more concise title would improve readability and impact. Suggested Alternative Title: “Anatomical, Phytochemical, and Toxicological Characterization of Drynaria quercifolia Rhizome Scales”

	

	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 clear and summarizes the main objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it would benefit from briefly mentioning the most important quantitative results and the practical implications of the findings. Including these points would improve the clarity and impact of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The research objectives, methodology, data analysis, and interpretation of results are generally appropriate and consistent with current scientific knowledge.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally relevant to the research topic. However, adding some recent publications could improve the scientific context of the study and better reflect current developments in this field.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear and understandable, with only minor grammatical or stylistic issues that could be improved during revision.
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