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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.

	Cholangiocarcinoma is a rare and very lethal cancer Current treatment is mostly ineffective in patients with advance stege disease and overal survival  can hardly reach 2 years under best circumstances- usually it is less than a year Thus new treatments are urgently needed and Atractylodes lancea (Thunb) DC could be one of them More details should be entered in the text as it is intended to be part of a book
	

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

	Pharmacokinetic paarmeters determining the efficacy of  Atractylodes lancea (Thunb) DC treatment in patients with advanced cholangiocarcinoma seems to be better
	

	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 introduction could be reduced in one or two sentences determining that  recent studies have found Atractylodes lancea (Thunb) DC might be effective in patients with advanced cholangiocarcinoma Pharmacokinetic parameters should be defined before proceeding into more advanced study More data about the efficacy of the best determined  pharmacokinetic parameters on PFS and DCR Patient and disease related parameters determining pharmacokinetics identified after Cox regression analysis could be presented in the results section Conclusions could be more specific
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	First line treatment is immuno-chemotherapy Immunological parameters would be best to be available Power of the study needs to be determined Rational of the current therapeutic schemes should be described Main risk factors determining PFS should be described and measured and there effect on pharmacologic parameters and PFS should be calculated if possible
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Muhamad N, et al Atractylodes lancea for cholangiocarcinoma: Modulatory effects on CYP1A2 and CYP3A1 and pharmacokinetics in rats and biodistribution in mice PloS One 2022 Nov 14;17(11):e0277614.
[bookmark: artTitle]Martviset P, et al.Targeting tumor-associated genes, immune response, and circulating tumor cells in intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma: Therapeutic potential of Atractylodes lancea (Thunb.) DC PloS One 2025;20(5): e0323732 
Saeheng T, et al.Population-pharmacokinetic/pharmacodynamic model of atractylodes lancea (Thunb.) DC. administration in patients with advanced-stage intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma: a dosage prediction BMC Complement Med Ther 24, 384 (2024). 
Plengsuriyakarn T, et al Anticancer Activity of Atractylodes lancea (Thunb.) DC in a Hamster Model and Application of PET-CT for Early Detection and Monitoring Progression of Cholangiocarcinoma Asian Pac J Cancer Prev2015; 16 (15), 6279-6284 
	

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

	
Language needs improvement
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