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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.

This manuscript addresses a critical research gap by systematically reviewing the neuroprotective
effects of Catalpol in experimental ischemic stroke models. It provides an overview of mechanisms
such as antioxidative, anti-inflammatory, and angiogenic effects, which are pivotal for developing
effective stroke treatments. The emphasis on preclinical animal models bridges translational challenges
in stroke therapeutics and highlights the need for further high-quality studies in this domain.

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

The title is suitable as it accurately reflects the focus and scope of the manuscript.

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 and summarizes key findings well. However, more explicit mention of
methodological limitations and variability in outcomes could improve balance. Suggest the addition of a
sentence acknowledging methodological concerns.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The manuscript is scientifically robust, with a clear systematic review methodology adhering to
PRISMA guidelines. There are some methodological concerns with the included studies, such as the
absence of allocation concealment, lack of blinding, and inadequate sample size calculations. These
should be emphasized further in the discussion.

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

The references are sufficient and relevant. Suggested addition include recent studies or meta-analyses
on neuroprotective compounds for stroke to provide broader context.

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

The language is clear and scholarly. However, minor grammatical errors (e.g., subject-verb agreement)
should be addressed.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is a valuable contribution to the literature, but more discussion is needed on the
translational gap between preclinical findings and clinical application.Limitations regarding the
heterogeneity of animal models and neurobehavioral scoring methods could be expanded upon.

The manuscript is well-structured and provides valuable insights into Catalpol's neuroprotective
mechanisms.Minor revisions are required to address language quality, methodological critique, and
expansion on translational challenges.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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