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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 research offers valuable insights into the potential benefits of Chromolaena odorata leaf extract in counteracting the haematological effects caused by acetaminophen toxicity. It sheds light on the possible use of this plant as a natural remedy to support blood health and liver protection. The study also raises awareness about dose-related toxicity, emphasising the need for careful consideration when using herbal extracts therapeutically. Overall, it provides a foundation for further studies on safer, plant-based treatments in toxicology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it clearly reflects the study on the effects of Chromolaena odorata aqueous extract on acetaminophen-induced toxicity in 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 is generally comprehensive; however, briefly mentioning the treatment dosages and whether there is a dose-dependent effect would enhance readers’ understanding of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound with a reasonable experimental design and appropriate data analysis. However, the discussion regarding dose-dependency could be somewhat strengthened, and a clearer presentation of the statistical significance of the results would further improve the manuscript’s completeness and persuasiveness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	On the whole, the references are adequate and include important studies in the field. However, the inclusion of some more recent literature from the past five years could further enhance the manuscript’s relevance and academic depth.
	

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


	The language in the article is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication. With some minor refinements, the readability could be further enhanced, contributing to a more polished and professional presentation.
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