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	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 study adds to the growing interest in plant-based treatments for hyperlipidemia, a condition that continues to pose major health risks globally. By exploring the effects of Sida cordifolia, a medicinal plant known in traditional medicine, the authors contribute to the understanding of safer and potentially more accessible alternatives to synthetic lipid-lowering drugs. The data obtained from the experimental models strengthen the case for further investigation into its clinical potential. The research is valuable to both pharmacologists and researchers interested in natural therapies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title contains a grammatical issue. I suggest It would be more accurate and professional to reword it as:
 “Comprehensive Evaluation of the Antihyperlipidemic Effects of Sida cordifolia in Rodent Models”
	

	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.


	While the abstract contains useful information, it includes repeated statements that could be streamlined for clarity. The earlier section of the abstract repeats what is more clearly summarized later.
Suggestions:
Remove redundancy and focus on the experimental design, major results, and the plant's observed effects.
Briefly mention that additional clinical trials are needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the experimental approach is appropriate for the study’s objectives. The grouping of animals, dosing strategy, and statistical methods are well chosen.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites many recent and relevant studies, which supports the credibility of the research.
	

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


	The writing is okay, but it requires more significant improvement for grammatical accuracy and fluency.
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