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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.


	The paper is pertinent for exploring the antioxidant and hepato-protective activities of Bryophyllum pinnatum in adrenergic liver damage in Wistar rats, which aims to bridge research gaps on natural products for liver disorders responsible for 2 million annual deaths.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable but unclear due to "Crassulaceae." Suggested revision: "Hepato-Protective Effects of Bryophyllum pinnatum Ethanolic Leaf Extract on Adrenaline-Induced Liver Damage in Wistar Rats" for specificity.


	

	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.


	Comprehensive but could qualify the plant species, detail experimental design, and quantify results. Remove redundant phrases like "was therefore conducted" to be concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically sound with an excellent design but some of these issues being minor: inconsistent nomenclature (e.g., "Crassulaceae" vs. Bryophyllum pinnatum), typographic errors, unclear adrenaline dosage, and vague bilirubin results. Clarify them and include missing figures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and mostly recent, but reference [9] is irrelevant, and [3] is incomplete.


	

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


	Good enough for academic purposes but needs proofreading for grammatical errors, typos (e.g., "Crussalaceae"), and inconsistent nomenclature. Use the term Bryophyllum pinnatum consistently and minimize wordy sentences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well thought out with promising prospects, but inclusion of figures, expansion of discussion, and delimiting bilirubin findings would have the greatest impact. With some revisions, it's publishable.
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