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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses a pressing issue that has garnered increasing attention in recent years. However, I believe it could benefit from a deeper exploration of certain limitations, which would further enhance its overall impact and transparency.
	

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

	Yes the title of the article is very suitable. But 
  In Silico Evaluation of Bioactive Compounds from Scoparia dulcis Against SARS-CoV-2 Main Protease (Mpro)
  Molecular Docking Analysis of Scoparia dulcis-Derived Phytochemicals Targeting SARS-CoV-2 Mpro
  Computational Screening of Scoparia dulcis Isolates for Inhibitory Activity Against SARS-CoV-2 Main Protease
  Potential Inhibitory Activity of Scoparia dulcis Molecules Against SARS-CoV-2 Mpro: An In Silico Study

	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive, effectively summarizing the key objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, I suggest a few enhancements for clarity and completeness in small correction in abstract.First, it could benefit from a more explicit statement of the research question or hypothesis at the beginning, which would provide context for the reader. Additionally, including specific numerical results or key findings in the results section would strengthen the impact of the abstract. Lastly, a brief mention of the broader implications of the findings could help underscore the significance of the research. These adjustments would make the abstract even more informative and engaging.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	YES manuscript scientifically, correct. But  the interactions are  Visualization  provided are not clearly visible.
	

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

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

	

Yes language and  table is suitable but please check the grammar.

I found some grammatical error check. 

	

	Optional/General comments

	



	





	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704][bookmark: _Hlk209632241][bookmark: _Hlk209784699]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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