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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.

	It highlights the potential of plant-derived bioactive compounds as antiviral agents against SARS-CoV-2.
Overall, it contributes to the growing body of evidence supporting medicinal plants as valuable resources in antiviral research.
	

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

	The title is clear, specific, and reflects the content
	

	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 comprehensive, covering background, methodology, key findings, and implications.
Add a brief mention of the number or type of compounds screened to give quantitative context.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound in its approach, using molecular docking and ADMET profiling as standard computational techniques. However, it should emphasize the limitations of in silico studies and the need for in vitro/in vivo validation to avoid overstating conclusions. Including methodological details (software, scoring functions, validation steps) will strengthen reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references should be checked for recency (2020–2025), especially regarding SARS-CoV-2 docking studies and phytochemical antiviral research. Recent reviews on plant-derived antivirals against coronaviruses.ADMET profiling references 

	

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

	

yes


	

	Optional/General comments

	Two lines alone do not constitute a paragraph. Therefore, merge them into a single, cohesive paragraph for clarity and continuity.
 Write introduction in your Own way not include many references. Repetition of the same reference must be avoided in the same paragraph.
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	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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