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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 study not only offers insights into the efficacy of Andrographis paniculata, a widely accessible medicinal plant, in counteracting hematological damage caused by lead exposure but also underscores its potential as a cost-effective and accessible treatment option in regions burdened by environmental lead contamination. Furthermore, by elucidating the dose-dependent protective effects and the underlying mechanisms of action of Andrographis paniculata, this research paves the way for future translational studies aiming to develop natural therapeutic interventions for lead poisoning in humans. This work also encourages a broader consideration of phytotherapeutic agents in biomedicine, possibly influencing public health policies and clinical practices concerning environmental toxicology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There is a slight typographical error in the plant name ("paniculate" should be "paniculata").
	

	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 provided in the manuscript is comprehensive and aligns well with the standard format, succinctly summarizing the study’s purpose, design, major findings, and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a scientifically robust study that is fundamentally correct and follows established experimental protocols. It offers valuable data on the effects of Andrographis paniculata leaf extract in mitigating lead-induced hematological toxicity in male Wistar rats. The methodology is clearly defined, the statistical treatment appears appropriate, and the conclusions drawn are well-supported by the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Studies published in the last 2-3 years focusing on the bioactive compounds of Andrographis paniculata, their mechanisms of action, and clinical trials, if available, would be invaluable. These can help argue the relevance and timeliness of your research.


	

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


	1. Ensure consistent use of terms throughout the manuscript. For example, if "Andrographis paniculata" is abbreviated as "AP," continue to use "AP" consistently after its first mention to avoid redundancy.
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