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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.


	In validated mouse models, this publication presents experimentally supported evidence that Tamarindus indica leaf extract exhibits strong analgesic, anti-inflammatory, and central nervous system depressive effects. The 100 mg/kg dose of the extract is nearly as effective as standard comparators. Through measuring time- and dose-dependent reactions in behavioral, carrageenan-induced edema, and acetic-acid writhing tests, it provides exacting standards that aid in bridging ethnopharmacology and contemporary preclinical pharmacology. With a good toxicological profile and believable molecular connections to inflammatory mediators and GABAergic pathways, the work advances the hunt for safer, plant-based substitutes for NSAIDs and sedatives. These results provide a realistic path toward accessible phytotherapeutics, particularly for resource-constrained settings, by prioritizing the extraction of active ingredients and encouraging translational studies—standardized formulations, pharmacokinetics, and clinical evaluation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is generally suitable but could be refined for brevity and scientific tone.
	

	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.
	Consider briefly mentioning the type of extract used (aqueous/methanolic), since this is relevant for reproducibility.

Add the number of animals per group (n = 6) to improve transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study tested extracts of three plants initially (Citrus aurantifolia, Phyllanthus emblica, and T. indica) but only results of T. indica are emphasized in the abstract and main results. A clarification should be added to explain why other extracts were not discussed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent, with many from 2021–2024, which is excellent.

One citation (Singh, S., Gautam, P., & Singh, R., 2020) is incomplete and must be corrected.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is written in generally clear, professional English suitable for scholarly communication.
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