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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.


	Studies on utilization of natural plant materials against synthetic materials are beneficial to the campaign on organic farming.

It is important to determine the compositions of the non-synthetic plant materials before their utilization in humans or animals.

Plant materials contain phytochemicals which are highly bio-active, exerting both positive and negative effects depending relative compositions, dosage, duration, etc, therefore, pilot studies on the effects on humans and animals are of paramount importance before commercial or large scale usage.

Evaluating the effect of the extracts on the haematological parameters is important as a direct index on how the health of the animal is affected.

This study provides research data on the utilization of the plant in animals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not suitable and I suggest the following;

Phytochemical Profile and Heamatological Study of Methanol Extracts of Morinda citrofolia Leaves 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 needs some moderation which I have indicated in the reviewed manuscript.

The authors should please see the reviewed manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	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?


	The language/English quality is suitable, but minor corrections as indicated in the reviewed manuscript need to be affected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The title did not reflect the phytochemical study of the work.

The presentation of the results should accommodate the dosage and duration at which the significant differences were recorded.

The ‘Discussion’ section was more of a review than a discussion. Authors should endeavour to discuss the results, that is, to explain the results of their study based on logic and scientific evidence with relevant literature cited.

The conclusion should not be generalized, but specific based on the results of this study.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Tobechukwu Chijioke Iwuji, Federal University of Technology, Nigeria
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)



