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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.


	This study highlights the hepato-curative potential of Anisopus mannii, providing evidence of its effectiveness in restoring liver function in CCl₄-induced hepatotoxicity. The findings contribute to natural product research and offer a promising alternative for developing plant-based hepatoprotective therapies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative, but it can be made more concise and engaging.

Suggested alternative title:
Hepato-curative Potential of Methanolic Leaf Extract of Anisopus mannii in CCl₄-Induced Hepatotoxic 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 is generally comprehensive but needs refinement. The results section should clarify that the extract improved liver biomarkers rather than increased them, and it would benefit from highlighting the most effective fractions. A brief mention of the broader significance for hepatoprotective therapy would also strengthen the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a clear experimental design, appropriate methodology, and well-presented results. Minor issues include some wording inconsistencies in the results and discussion (e.g., enzyme changes) that should be clarified for accuracy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent sources from 2019–2024. However, a few older citations could be updated with more current studies on hepatoprotective effects of medicinal plants. Adding recent articles (2022–2024) on plant-derived hepatoprotective agents and phytochemical-based liver therapies would further strengthen the reference list.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is understandable but requires improvement for scholarly communication. Some sentences are lengthy or repetitive, and a few sections (especially results and discussion) contain grammatical and phrasing issues. Careful editing for clarity, grammar, and conciseness is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is scientifically relevant and well-designed, but issues with language clarity, some inconsistencies in results interpretation.
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