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	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 valuable insights into analgesic and wound-healing potential of Zanthoxylum oxyphyllum. By evaluating hydroethanolic and chloroform extracts, the study contributes to growing body of evidence supporting the therapeutic applications of natural products in pain management and wound healing. This study highlights the dose-dependent increase in breaking strength in incision wounds and the significant wound contraction in excision wounds suggest that bioactive compounds present in the extracts contribute to the healing process. These findings reinforce the traditional use of Z. oxyphyllum in herbal medicine and provide a scientific basis for its therapeutic application in pain management and wound repair.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative Title: 

Formulation and Evaluation of Hydroethanolic and Chloroform Extracts of Zanthoxyllum oxyphyllum for Analgesic and Wound Healing Activities
	

	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.


	Your current abstract is too short. To enhance its quality, consider structuring it into following sections:

Background: Provide a brief introduction to the research problem, emphasizing its significance. Clearly state the knowledge gap your study aims to address.

Materials and Methods: Summarize the methodology, including key experimental approaches, study design, and specific techniques used. Ensure clarity in describing the sample population, treatment groups, and analytical methods.

Results: Highlight the main findings with quantitative or qualitative data, emphasizing their significance. Avoid vague statements and ensure the key outcomes align with the study objectives.

Conclusion: Clearly state the implications of your findings, their potential impact, and how they contribute to the existing body of knowledge. You may also suggest future research directions.

Rewriting the abstract with this structure will improve readability, coherence, and scientific rigor, making it more informative for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, with a structured methodology, appropriate experimental models, and relevant statistical analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To improve the scientific credibility of the manuscript, it is recommended to incorporate more recent references (within the last five years) to support the study’s relevance.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable but needs improvement in clarity and grammar.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The anaesthesia was induced by intramuscular injection of xylazine @ 5-12 mg/kg and ketamine @ 40-75 mg/kg (Burke.,1999). In this sentence use ‘at’ over @.

2. Add “Statistical Analysis” subsection under Material and Methods, also explain which statistical method and software used for this purpose.

3. In Table 2 & 3 please check statistics again, the significant difference varies, and small letters are missing in Hydro-Ethanolic (30 mg). In Fig. 2 & 3, please add SD and Significance values.
4. Add section about Conclusion after Discussion or add brief paragraph in discussion at last about Conclusion and Future recommendations. 
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	


Reviewer Details:

Vipul Wayal, Tunghai University, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

