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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 work highlights acylated carbohydrate derivatives as promising antimicrobial and influenza virus inhibitors. The integrated experimental and computational approach identifies a stable, high-affinity neuraminidase inhibitor, providing a useful lead for future antiviral drug development.

	

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

	The title is relevant, scientifically appropriate and hence suitable for this article. 
	

	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 is well-structured and covers the major aspects of the study. However, it is somewhat descriptive and lengthy, and the key outcomes and significance are not highlighted strongly enough. 
Few suggested changes:
1. Clearly highlight the most active compounds in antimicrobial assays and docking/MD studies.
2. End with a strong concluding sentence emphasizing the potential application of the lead compound.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are suitable. But avoid repeatedly citing earlier works from the same group and include 3-5 recent independent studies. 

	

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

	
Yes. Suitable. 



	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Correct spelling and maintain consistency: example: Neruriminidase → Neuraminidase, 
SMIL → SMILES
2. Justify high RMSD values with ligand size/flexibility explanation.
3. Improve figure and table captions to be self-explanatory.

	















	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? 

	No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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