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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	The topic selected for the manuscript is really good and has global level application. It is appreciated that researchers have performed acute oral toxicity and then further evaluation of activity. Overall, manuscript has scientific evidence and good relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Title can be reformed, as the present title is confusing. It is not very much clear if its research or review title from the title. Reforming the title is suggested.
	

	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 is good, contains comprehensive information, but it should be structured to make it clearer.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are certain important points, which are missing in the manuscript
1. Quantitative estimation of phytoconstituents should be involved, at least for maker compound.
2. There is no statistical evaluation of result done, which is very important for result prediction. Authors must add it, without statistical evaluation, results are not acceptable.
3. Authors should add some points about the possible mechanism of action of the extract.
4. Study using Phertima prosthuma is ok but study using actual infectious worms like Ascaris, Trichuris etc. will add more vale. The results will be more related to humans if actual infection causing worms.
5. Reporting / result prediction of toxicity study should be in accordance with the OECD 425 guidelines, please make the appropriate changes.
6. Table no. 2 is very confusing. How absorbance can be in negative? Please correct the values
7. There is a mention of Cissus edulis and Cissus quadrangularis. Are both same?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To my knowledge, need some more references to be added based on addition of above-mentioned data.
	

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

	There are so many grammatical corrections. It is advisable to clear all those. Also, the rules of botany while writing the scientific names of plant are violated multiple times. Correct the same.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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 detail)
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