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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 study contributes to the ongoing search for novel plant-derived therapies for depression, an area of significant unmet medical need. By investigating Gladiolus aequinoctialis, a species with ethnobotanical relevance in Cameroon, the work bridges traditional knowledge with modern pharmacological evaluation. The findings are valuable for the scientific community because they demonstrate both behavioral and biochemical effects of the plant extract, suggesting its potential role as an alternative or complementary therapeutic option. Moreover, the manuscript adds to the limited literature on the neuroprotective effects of lesser-studied Gladiolus species.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and informative. However, it could be made more concise for better readability. 

A suggested alternative could be:
“Neuroprotective and Antidepressant-like Effects of Gladiolus aequinoctialis Ethanolic Extract in Wistar Rats.”
	

	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 clearly outlines the aim, methods, results, and conclusion. However, the language could be refined to avoid redundancy and improve clarity. For example, the section describing hormone and neurotransmitter evaluation could be shortened. Including a sentence highlighting the phytochemical basis of the observed activity would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and relevant, including studies from 2020–2023. A few more citations on the pharmacological activities of related Gladiolus species and general trends in plant-based antidepressant research could be added to broaden the context.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires careful editing for grammar, tense consistency, and sentence structure. Phrases such as “animals was” should be corrected to “animals were,” and certain sections would benefit from rephrasing for clarity.
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