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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.

	This manuscript provides useful information about the Human HGPRTase and chloroquine interaction as a antimalarial agents.
By providing a molecules with a stronger binding affinities than t hat of the chloroquine it adds a new insights in the research of antimalarial drugs.

	

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

	The title should be prcise so that it should reflect the study of antimalarial drugs. 
	

	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.

	Report the MolDock results or finding in terms of efficacy of drug and correlate with stability.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	As this is solely in silico work, it should focus on experimental validation and toxicity deteramination should be carried out by using online tools/freewares like SWISS ADMET 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	More recent references on antimalarial drug studies by using Computer Aided Drug Design must be included.
Add a reference for the slection of Antimalarial target Human HGPRTASE and its role in malaria.
	

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

	Manuscript should be revised for the minor grammatical errors. 
For the readability purpose long sentences should be break down.
Abstract and discussion should be more cocise. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	    ----




	















	PART  2: 


	
	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? 

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

NIL-No ethical clearance is required
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