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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 explores the hematological effects of methanol leaf extract of Morinda citrifolia in Wistar rats. The study examines potential hematopoietic benefits of a widely used ethnomedicinal plant and supports the growing interest in plant-based therapeutics. The work contributes valuable data on the phytochemical composition and its correlation with hematological parameters, which may aid further investigations in natural remedy research and pharmacology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
“Heamatological” It should be corrected to “Hematological Studies of Methanol Leaf Extract of Morinda citrifolia in Wistar Rats.”
	

	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 broadly outlines the methods and key findings. The following improvements are suggested:

Needs editing for grammar, punctuation, and clarity

Correct spelling of “heamatological” to “hematological” throughout, even in text.

Improve sentence flow and clarity (e.g., “p≤” should specify the value like “p ≤ 0.05”).

“hence, prolong consumption…” → “Thus, prolonged consumption...”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design mentions 4 group but later says “six groups” under “Experimental design” – this needs correction.
Units such as “x1017/L” for RBC and “×1011/L” for WBC are incorrect and should be revised to conventional units (e.g., ×10⁶/µL for RBC)

Spelling and grammar errors (e.g., "Grroup 3", "leave extract" instead of "leaf extract", etc.) appear throughout

The p-value is often written as "p≤" without any numeric value

Grroup 3 → "Group 3
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript includes a robust number of references, with several from 2021–2024
	

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


	Major English language revision for grammar, sentence structure, and clarity. Some issues are:

Incorrect tense usage.

Inconsistent terminology (e.g., heamatological, Hg vs Hb).

Spelling errors and typographical mistakes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider integrating a summary table of significant changes across all parameters
Include a figure for the overall experimental design

MCV and MCH values seem unusually low or misreported, please check
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