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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.


	The author looked into the effects of ketamine and that of plant extracts which serve as natural or organic alternatives. It has been widely established that organic compounds are not as toxic as synthetic compounds are to people. Therefore developing natural substitutes to synthetic drugs is a very welcome development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title has more words than the generally accepted number of twenty. A suggestion can be ‘Effects of ketamine, saponins, tannins and alkaloids-rich leaf fractions of Bridelia micrantha and its prefrontal cortex histology on wistar rats’
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	I believe it okay.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	The references are generally okay with many of the points hinted by recent references. The citation is also okay.
	

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


	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is okay even though the author didn’t mention the behaviour of the animals before and after administration to tell how the treatments physically affected the animals.
the article is a good work and I recommend it for publication following the minor corrections.
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