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	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	The updated manuscript is a significant improvement over the original. The authors have assessed neurotransmitters and stress hormones, presented behavioral and histological data, explained the depression model (CUMS), and included information about their ethical approval. The argumentation is more mechanical and more closely connected to the body of previous literature, and the references have been updated. Some issues still exist, though, such as the lack of sophisticated phytochemical profiling, the use of diazepam as a positive control rather than a conventional antidepressant, the variable interpretation of serotonin data, and the requirement for expert language editing. The work needs minor to moderate revision before it can be published, but overall it is scientifically significant and may be useful for ethnopharmacology and research on natural products-based antidepressants.
FOR GUIDANCE, I AM WRITING HERE FEW POINTS, THAT SHOULD BE IMPROVED BEFORE PUBLISHING THIS ARTICLE.
1. Phytochemical Characterization: The inability to identify certain active chemicals using sophisticated profiling (HPLC/GC-MS/LC-MS) is still a problem.

2. Positive Control Drug: Still a problem: fluoxetine/imipramine would be a better choice because diazepam is an anxiolytic rather than a traditional antidepressant.

3. Dose Justification: The final problem is that there is no toxicity or LD₅₀ study to confirm safety.

4. Mechanistic Evidence: The interpretation of 5-HT results that is not consistent with the debate is the remaining problem.

5. Language & Presentation: One more thing: The language has to be professionally edited, and the figures and tables need to be more consistent.
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