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	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.


	Through the researcher's approach using molecular docking method, this manuscript presented clear and convincing results by inferring the ability of potential anti-inflammatory compounds in Euphorbia to inhibit inflammatory drug targets associated with asthma.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate
	

	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.


	After carefully reading the research, I found that the abstract effectively highlights the essence of the work, focusing on the general scientific idea of the research and providing a clear understanding of the most important main conclusions, omitting unimportant information. It is also clear and comprehensive, and adequately expresses the content of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall structure of the manuscript is appropriate
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references used in writing the research are modern, but it would be preferable to increase their number.
	

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


	The writing language is good and suitable for scientific communication, but there are some spelling errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is regarded as one of the articles that provided a thorough and in-depth analysis of the research topic by presenting the discussion that logically supported the experimental data that were achieved.
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