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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.

	This study explores the immunomodulatory potential of Vernonia amygdalina (bitter leaf). The results suggest that V. amygdalina may be a promising natural treatment for immunological problems of the gastrointestinal tract.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not, please suggest an alternative title)

	The title of the manuscript is clear and elaborate, and it captures the central idea of the manuscript 
However, the title is too lengthy; therefore, consider tightening it slightly to increase readability:
Suggestion: Immunomodulatory Potential of Vernonia amygdalina L.In Silico Screening and In Vivo Validation of Bioactive Compounds for Gastrointestinal Immune Regulation
	

	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 covers the background of the research, the problem statement, research methods, results and discussion, and key findings. However, avoid redundancy, for instance, by mentioning in-silico screening twice.  Consider changing 95% of ethanol to 95% ethanol and V. amygdalina (10g) to 10 g of V. amygdalina. Consider changing warranting further exploration through further to warranting further experimental exploration.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. Just correct some grammatical errors like fuction to function. Use consistent formatting of compound names, italics for genus/species.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Good integration of literature and background. Strong justification for selecting the target proteins. However, Cite more recent or primary literature where possible.

	

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

	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications but consider correcting grammatical errors like fuction to function.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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