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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 manuscript addresses the critical issue of anthelmintic resistance in livestock, a major threat to global food security. The search for sustainable, phytotherapeutic alternatives to synthetic drugs is a highly relevant field. This study provides valuable baseline data on the efficacy of Vitex negundo against resistant parasites in a specific region, contributing to the growing body of knowledge on natural anthelmintics and offering a potential avenue for integrated parasite management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is ok but suggested corrections needs to be incorporated
	

	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 clear but seems a bit too strong in its conclusions. The results (e.g., 11.67% egg hatch inhibition) show statistical significance but the actual effect is quite small. The conclusion should be made more balanced to reflect this. It would also help to briefly mention the statistical test used and note that the observed effect, though dose-dependent, is much lower than the standard drug controls.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its methodology (FECRT, AS-PCR, EHA, LPA). However, the interpretation of results is not critical enough. The very low anthelmintic efficacy observed at high extract concentrations is a major limitation that is not adequately addressed. The manuscript requires a dedicated "Statistical Analysis" subsection and clarification on whether replicates were technical or biological. The yield of extracts (1%) is unusually low and should be clarified.
	

	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 recent works (up to 2025). However, several citations have future publication years (e.g., 2025), which must be verified. A key reference (Lourderaj, 2005) is an unpublished thesis; citing a peer-reviewed publication on the same topic would be preferable if available.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires for grammatical errors to improve sentence flow for better clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-designed and relevant.  However, framing of result may be improved similarly discussion and conclusions must highlight the same. The value of the paper lies in confirming resistance in the region and providing preliminary in vitro data for V. negundo, not in presenting it as a currently promising standalone treatment.
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