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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 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 article presents a well-structured and coherent discussion of the subject matter, demonstrating a clear understanding of the relevant scientific concepts. The methodology appears sound, and the conclusions are supported by the data provided. The language is appropriate for an academic audience, and the references are relevant and up-to-date. Overall, the article meets the standards expected by the scientific community and makes a meaningful contribution to its field.

	

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

	Title is suitable 
	

	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 effectively provides a comprehensive summary of the article, clearly outlining the research problem, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. It gives readers a concise yet informative overview of the study, allowing them to quickly grasp the significance and scope of the work. The language is clear and precise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Scientifically correct 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The citation format (e.g., “2, 5–7, 13”) should be matched with specific claims for clarity. Additionally, briefly referencing the studies or findings behind these citations would support the credibility of the argument.
	

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

	
Language is correct but some corrections can be made as
The sentence "No doubt, herbal products have been considered safe..." could be more formally expressed, such as: “Herbal products have traditionally been regarded as safe; however, emerging evidence suggests otherwise.”
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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