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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.


	This paper shares important findings about the anti-inflammatory properties of Vernonia colorata, a plant traditionally used in African medicine. It combines traditional knowledge with scientific testing. Using both quick and longer-term inflammation models in Wistar rats and NMRI mice, the study shows strong evidence that the extract can help reduce swelling and inflammation of immune cells. These results not only emphasize the potential health benefits of Vernonia colorata but also add to the search for plant-based options to replace standard anti-inflammatory medicines, which can have unwanted side effects. Overall, this research helps scientists better understand natural compounds that might be used in medicine and encourages further studies on how they work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is clear and appropriately describes the study's focus.
	

	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 well-organized and provides useful information but making a few small adjustments could help improve its clarity and scientific impact. For example, it might be helpful to briefly mention some of the proposed ways the extract works, such as how it inhibits chemicals like histamine, serotonin, and prostaglandins. These details are discussed later in the full text but including them here could give readers a better idea of the extract’s pharmacological relevance. Also, while the abstract notes statistical significance with p-values, clarifying which comparisons are important—whether against the control group or the standard drug—would make the findings easier to interpret for those less familiar with the study design. Besides, some details might be more concise. For instance, listing specific time points like 0.5 hours, 1 hour, 1.5 hours, and 2 hours could be summarized as “early time points” to improve flow. Similarly, repeatedly mentioning both acute and subacute models might be optimized to avoid unnecessary repetition.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper looks solid from a scientific perspective and the way it's put together makes sense. It uses some well-known models of inflammation that are commonly used in pharmacy and medicine to test anti-inflammatory effects. The way the experiments are set up is good too, with proper control groups and different doses to test, plus standard statistical methods (like ANOVA and Tukey-Kramer) to make sure the results are trustworthy. The findings are also clearly shown, with numbers, significance levels, and supporting images of tissue studies, which helps back up the conclusions. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in this paper pretty much cover the basics and feature a good mix of recent studies, especially from 2022 to 2024.
	

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


	Overall, the quality of the language in this article is quite good for academic communication. Still, a few tweaks could make it clearer, more fluid, and more consistent. The manuscript does a good job of explaining complex scientific ideas and experimental results, and the terminology is suitable for readers familiar with pharmacology and biomedical research. That said, there are some minor grammatical issues, awkward phrases, and formatting inconsistencies—especially regarding punctuation, verb tense, and units—that, if addressed, would improve readability considerably.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper explores the anti-inflammatory properties of Vernonia colorata leaf extract by examining multiple models of inflammation and including detailed tissue analysis, the findings become more trustworthy. To improve readability and overall impact, refining the wording for clarity, tightening the abstract, and presenting the data more clearly would be helpful. Incorporating a few more references from influential studies could also better situate these findings within the current environment of pharmacological research. 
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