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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.


	The manuscript is important in the context of the quest for natural alternatives to synthetic drugs, as has implications for drug discovery and development. The chosen plant extract is also important, as it’s known to be of use in various ailments in folklore. So, it is imperative that more research be carried out to ascertain its safety for consumption, and this manuscript also achieves that. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.
	· ‘’Isolated compounds, including quercetin, vitexin, and docosanoic - nonacosyl ester acid were carried out using spectroscopic methods’’ This statement in the abstract seems to be hanging and something is missing
· In stating the results, and establishing difference between efficacy of extract and standard drug, it should be stated with statistical significance 
	

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

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

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Provide some rationale as to the choice of bioactive compounds isolated. 
· AZ, B40, OX2, were all stated without prior definition of what they mean

· For the acute toxicity test, the defining characteristic of Lorke's method is its two-phase, sequential approach. Manuscript only does this in one phase. Why?
· The result of the lorkes method is not discussed or even presented in the result section. Authors should include this 

· Results should be statistically analysed where appropriate and confidence intervals clearly stated. 
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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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