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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.


	The manuscript explores the therapeutic potential of a plant-based remedy in managing anaemia, a widespread haematological disorder. This study is particularly relevant as it contributes to the growing interest in natural and alternative treatments, which are often more accessible and have fewer side effects compared to conventional therapies. By investigating the efficacy of C. aconitifolius in a well-established anaemic model, the research provides valuable insights into its possible hematopoietic and antioxidant mechanisms. The findings could pave the way for future pharmacological studies and promote the integration of traditional medicinal plants into evidence-based healthcare.
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	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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please check the references once again, for example, the 25th reference year of publishing was written as 2029. 

Some of the references cited are quite dated, particularly those from the 1990s. If possible, please update them with more recent and relevant literature.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, but small grammar mistakes are there
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The Results section would benefit from the inclusion of graphical representations, such as charts or graphs, instead of relying heavily on numerous tables. This would enhance clarity and visual impact for the reader.

2. In the Results section, it is noted that each paragraph begins with a similar or identical sentence structure. It is recommended to vary the phrasing to improve readability and maintain reader engagement.

3. In the Materials and Methods section, please provide a brief description of the methodology used in conjunction with the Randox test kits to enhance clarity and reproducibility.

4. The Introduction could be more concise and effective if the content is merged into two cohesive paragraphs, eliminating redundancy and improving flow
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