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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 a detailed and well organised overview of various spectroscopic methods used for the analysis and standardization of herbal medicines. It connects traditional use with modern analytical science, which makes it useful for both researchers and practitioners in Pharmaceutical and natural product fields.
	

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

	The Title accurately reflects the scope and focus of the Manuscript. 
Suggested minor improvement: capitalize "Roles to maintain consistency with formal style. 
Option: "Spectroscopic Methods for Analyzing Herbal Medicine and Their Roles in Healthcare"
	

	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.

	Yes the abstract provides an appropriate overview of the background, objectives, methodology and conclusion. It could be slightly tighter less about database searches, more on how these methods improve confidence in Herbal drug analysis. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, well researched and technically robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, is extensive and current. But the inclusion of recent works(upto 2025) adds strength. The author might consider slightly reducing repetitive or duplicate citations to improve neatness but overall the referencing is commendable.

	

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

	Yes. The language is generally clear, professional, appropriate for academic publication though minor gramatical polishing improve flow.



	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall is a valuable contribution.  The author could consider condensing certain sections and possibly adding a brief comparative table summarizing the key advantages and limitations of each method. These are minor improvements rather than essential corrections.
	

















	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 ethical issues identified.
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