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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 focussed on a very important public health problem (hypertension). It also tried to study alternative and cost effective treatment option using a plant leaf extract. The methodology used in the manuscript was a randomized control trial (animal experimentation) which is a reliable. The results looked somewhat promising as optional treatments for hypertension.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Partly yes. It would have been better if the authors could include the type of extract and hypertension their study focussed. 
	

	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.


	Partly yes. The background information should focus on the research problem. It lacks the type of data analysis used. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, yes. However, The following concerns should be resolved. 1. The type of animal model used should be clearly mentioned with cited reference. 2. The methods used in inducing hypertension in the animals should be described in detail (Eg. frequency and route of drug administration). 3. The name and model number of the blood pressure recorder used was not mentioned with photography evidence. 4. The diastolic blood pressure value for Wistar rats was not acceptable throughout the document. It is very small it needs revisions and/or justification.5. The method used to scarify the animals was not ethically sound. 
	

	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


	Please specify the age ranges of the experimental animals. The amount of blood sample mentioned was not enough to prepare serum for lipid profile tests (please justify).
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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