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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 gives an extensive comparative phytochemical and pharmacological analysis of Cassia sophera and Jatropha curcas root and stem extracts. The work targets antioxidant, cytotoxic, and in-vitro anti-inflammatory activity, giving valuable information on under-exploited plant parts. The results show therapeutic potential and are in favour of further research for drug development and discovery, particularly in natural product pharmacology. It contributes to the available data on Bangladeshi medicinal flora, encouraging ethnobotanical conservation and bioactive compound discovery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, title is suitable for the given manuscript but author can shorten the title for specify or more clarity
	

	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 has pertinent data but could be written more clearly and structured. IC₅₀ and LC₅₀ should be presented with context (e.g., which extract, which assay). Grammar and syntax should be refined.

Recommendations:

· Rewrite sentences for better clarity.

· Insert concise methods for each assay.

· Include critical findings supported by numbers and statistical significance (if available).

· Do not use repetitive wording such as "showed good activity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, the methodology is good and experimental design makes sense. Assays (DPPH, brine shrimp lethality, denaturation inhibition) are clearly described. Data are provided in detail with proper calculations (e.g., IC₅₀, LC₅₀ values).

But:

· Use statistical tests and significance (ANOVA, p-values).

· Refer to number of replicates and error bars in figures.

· Axes on graphs are unclear (some missing or labels too small).

· Figures need to be optimized in quality for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are generally correct, but some of them are non-standard or outdated sources (e.g., local journals or older books). Add recent peer-reviewed sources, particularly for comparable phytochemical or anti-inflammatory research from the past 5 years.

Recommendations:

· Include more current comparative studies.

· Check all the references are in journal style.
	

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


	Needs improvement. Multiple grammatical mistakes, and non-fluency in some sections.
Recommendations:
· Use professional language editing service or proofreading.
· Eliminate passive voice and inconsistent use of tenses.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Offer scientific names in italics (e.g., Cassia sophera, Jatropha curcas).
· Standard abbreviations such as IC₅₀, LC₅₀ ought to be defined at initial mention.
· Apply consistent units and spacing (e.g., µg/mL, mg/g).
· Enhance the figure legends and table captions.
· Present comparative heat maps or bar graphs for the sake of clarity.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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