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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	A general appreciation of the article:

This manuscript explores the bioactivities and phytochemical analysis of Nymphaea nouchali. The authors combine their knowledge of phytochemistry with various bioassays to evaluate the in vitro activity of crude extracts from this plant, which were collected from the Mberengwa area of Zimbabwe. The study design is thorough, incorporating extraction methods, phytochemical screening, anti-inflammatory activity, antioxidant properties, and acute oral toxicity. The article demonstrates originality by introducing phytochemicals and bioactivities, thereby contextualizing their findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, It has to be modified 
I suggest Phytochemical analysis and bioactivities of  Nymphaea nouchali
	

	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.


	Abstract lacks quantitative details a clear statement of the statistical significance of findings, and structured clarity between objective, methods, results, and conclusions. Thus, the abstract is incomplete and should be restructured for clarity.
In the first part of the abstract, authors claiming that the phytochemical and pharmacological potencies of Nymphaea nouchali has never been systematically, scientifically validated. However, there are more studies exhaustedly reported from different parts of the world. Even a detailed review is available concerning its phytochemical and bioactivities.

https://www.japtronline.com/index.php/joapr/article/view/714
Details of study design and period are missing

In the last section, authors concluding that their results support the continued use of plant extracts as an adjunct therapy for managing symptoms of dysmenorrhea and inflammatory  conditions   in traditional medical practices in Southern Africa. However, the authors didn’t done any in vivo studies to substantial its use in traditional medicines for dysmenorrhea

Results have to be specifically mentioned in


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes to certain extent 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	Need much improvement 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Why do authors directly select Nymphaea nouchali ? 

What is the inclusion criteria for selecting this species has to be mentioned, even though it is highly researched? 

Why authors select only one plant, even though there are so many plants and plant products are traditionally used by the Zimbabwe population 
Check for proper alignment of the methodology with reporting guidelines (such as STROBE for observational studies), including clear identification of sample sizes, replicates, and validation controls

Strengthen the discussion. Deepen the critical analysis by comparing findings with other recent Genus-based studies (especially >2020). 

Evaluate more critically mechanisms, dose-related patterns, or compound-specific activity. Details like replicates, controls, and randomization procedures are missing or vague
Discuss limitations more transparently 

Revise language and format. Remove unnecessary capitalizations and improve grammar throughout the manuscript. 
Enhance the figures and tables. Improve table captions to be more self-explanatory. Consider graphical summaries or chemical structure visuals if possible
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