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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write few sentences regarding the importance this manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	"Quantitative Estimation of Carthamidin and Carthamin from the Florets of C. tinctorius L. (Safflower Florets)" is important for the scientific community because it provides knowledge about the quantification of important bioactive compounds in safflower, a plant with both medicinal and industrial significance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The present title is clear and descriptive, but another title could increase its attractiveness or precision. Here is one  alternative suggestion, along with explanations for why each might be more suitable:
“ Phytochemical Quantification of Carthamin and Carthamidin in Safflower Florets"

This title highlights the phytochemical perspective, attracting readers who are interested in plant biochemistry and the study of natural products.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract gives a general overview of the study but would be more comprehensive and informative with additional details. Here are some recommendations for enhancement:

Significance: Clarify the importance of the study and the knowledge gap it addresses.
Methods: Briefly describe the specific methods used in the research.
Findings: Highlight key results to illustrate the study's contributions.
Implications: Summarize the main conclusions or implications of the findings.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	      The manuscript structure is appropriate, 
	

	Please write few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	It is suggested to make changes to the introduction as it should provide a concise yet comprehensive overview of the research topic. In most cases, it begins with a general statement that contextualizes the research problem or question. This is followed by a review of relevant literature, highlighting key studies, theories, or gaps in knowledge that the current study aims to address. The introduction should specify the study's objectives, explaining their significance within the broader scientific context. Finally, it may briefly mention the methodology used and the structure of the paper to guide the reader through the subsequent sections. Overall, an introduction should provide a clear framework for understanding the study’s contributions. 
Also, add information regarding the Thin Layer Chromatography technique, specifying the mobile phases including their proportions, and indicate the names of the standards used. Additionally, details on how quantification was performed and the statistical method employed should be included
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.
-
	It is suggested to include more recent references
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	



	

	Optional/General comments

	


	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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