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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.


	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it presents a comprehensive synthesis of the botanical, agronomic, phytochemical, and pharmacological aspects of Indigofera tinctoria, which have been largely studied separately. By integrating cross-disciplinary information, this article helps identify research gaps and opportunities for further development, both in the areas of sustainable natural dye production and the development of natural product-based phytopharmaceutical candidates. This review is also relevant in the context of the growing global interest in tropical bioresources as environmentally friendly alternatives for the textile and pharmaceutical industries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It's generally appropriate, reflecting a primary focus on botany and pharmacology. However, based on the abstract, the scope of the manuscript extends beyond botany and pharmacology to include phytochemistry, agronomy, distribution, and traditional and economic significance. Therefore, the current title appears slightly narrower than the article's content, and a review article should be added.
	

	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 good and relevant, but could be improved with: a more explicit statement of purpose, methodological information, more specific examples of pharmacological activity, and an emphasis on future research implications. This would make it academically stronger and more appealing to readers of scientific journals.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific and conceptually rational, but its final validity is highly dependent on the quality of the references. It is necessary to include the sample size of the references, the accuracy of the data interpretation, and claims supported by primary literature (it is necessary to mention credible journal sources).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the manuscript, there are still old references, it is better to add new references and from credible journal sources.
	

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


	The quality of English in the abstract is good enough and understandable for scientific communication. Light language editing (professional proofreading or native speaker editing) should be carried out to increase academic precision and reduce the impression of general descriptiveness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript has good potential for publication, with the note that it is necessary to strengthen the critical analysis aspect, clarify the level of scientific evidence, and refine the academic language to be more precise and not too general, as well as adding a new year sample size from a credible journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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