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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.


	This manuscript provides scientifically significant evidence regarding the anti-haemorrhoid potential of Mimosa pudica L. plant extracts in croton oil-induced hemorrhoid model in Wistar rats.

 In light of the high incidence of hemorrhoids in areas with limited resources, such as sub-Saharan Africa, this study advances the investigation of easily accessible and culturally acceptable plant-based substitutes. In keeping with SDG 3, the results also support sustainable solutions and traditional medical knowledge.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is indeed sound from a scientific standpoint.

 The methodology, including the model employed, treatment dosage, and statistical analysis, is appropriate, and the study is well-designed. 

The discussion is in line with the data, and the results are presented in an understandable manner.
	

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

From 2015 to 2023, the writers consulted reliable sources that addressed clinical, pharmaceutical, and traditional aspects of medicine.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in good scholarly English.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-conducted and pertinent. 

However, reader comprehension would be enhanced by providing a graphical summary of the experimental design and results.
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