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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 significant insights into the antiplasmodial and antioxidant properties of Combretum rhodanthum extracts, a plant traditionally used in folk medicine to treat malaria. By demonstrating the efficacy of these extracts against both chloroquine-sensitive and multi-resistant strains of Plasmodium falciparum, the study contributes valuable data to the ongoing search for new and effective antimalarial treatments against drug resistance. Additionally, the comprehensive phytochemical analysis highlights the potential therapeutic compounds present in the plant, expanding the scope for future research into their mechanisms of action. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable as it accurately reflects the main focus of the research
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive, but in back background section it would be better to add briefly summarizing why Combretum rhodanthum specifically was chosen for the study. Unclear Abbreviations, Such as “PfDd2” and “Pf3D7”, are used without definition in the abstract. While these are commonly used strains, defining them briefly (e.g., Plasmodium falciparum chloroquine-sensitive (Pf3D7) and multidrug-resistant (PfDd2) strains) would help readers unfamiliar with the terms.

Also, it’s better to use no abbreviations in the abstract.  Simplify the methodology description to focus only on the key steps.
The results section lists multiple IC50 values and scavenging concentrations, making it hard to digest. Summarizing the findings more concisely, IC50 values would improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct but I have some considrations:
· Toxicity Study Sample Size
The in vivo acute toxicity study used only 3 animals per group, which is a very small sample size for statistical validity​. This should be acknowledged as a limitation.

· Spelling & Formatting Issues
There are some typographical errors in the text (e.g., “diffferent” instead of “different”, “incubateed” instead of “incubated”)​. .please check the manuscript for grammatically and spelling errors


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a range of references, with some recent citations from 2024, but the author can add :
Antiplasmodial resistance mechanisms: Since resistance to artemisinin and other drugs is evolving, recent systematic reviews or meta-analyses on resistance patterns could strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	it contains several grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistencies that may affect readability and professionalism.
Inconsistent Abbreviations and Unclear Terms:

Comments indicate missing explanations for abbreviations 


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a scientifically relevant and well-structured study on the antiplasmodial and antioxidant activities of Combretum species extracts, contributing to the search for alternative malaria treatments. The experimental design is generally robust, but there are areas that need improvement to enhance clarity, accuracy, and readability.
· Abstract Needs Refinement
· Language & Grammar Issues
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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