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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 addresses a significant and very important issue in tropical medicine and phytomedecine in developing country where the use of traditional remedies to cure diseases as plants are very important. Regarding Plasmodium   resistance against common use drugs, this study proide an important alternative. A part from it importance in the struggle against plasmodium, this study confronted dyslipidemia and hematological derangements as malaria consequences. The study investigates a widely available traditional remedy, Azadirachta indica , using an integrated in vivo model that assesses parasitological, hematological, and lipid parameters concurrently. This approach is valuable as it moves beyond simple parasitemia assays to explore the host-restorative potential of the extract, providing a scientific basis for its potential use as an adjunct therapy in malaria management.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is clear and comprehensive but there is an discrepancy regarding the animal model used in the abstract (Wistar Mice) wile in material and methods section, the animal model is  Swiss albino mice
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the study aim is very important, there are several major scientific flaws that preclude its acceptance in its current form.

· Animal model contradiction: As mentioned above, the manuscript inconsistently identifies the animal model as "wistar mice" and "swiss albino mice". This fundamental error must be corrected.

· Implausible hematology data: The data presented in Table 3 for the differential leukocyte counts are biologically implausible. Reporting values of "0.00 ± 0.00" for eosinophils and monocytes across all six experimental groups (including normal and infected animals) is highly suspect. A modern auto-analyzer, as stated in the methods, would be expected to detect these cell types, especially during an active parasitic infection known to modulate immune responses. 

· Lack of statistical detail in results:
While the methods state that one-way ANOVA was used, the results tables (Tables 2 and 3) lack any statistical notation (e.g., p-values or superscript letters) to indicate which groups are significantly different from one another.

This makes it impossible to verify claims made in the text. For instance, the Discussion claims the extract "significantly improved" Hb and PCV, but Table 3 shows the 100 mg/kg group (13.58 g/dl) performed worse than the untreated group (14.13 g/dl), and the untreated group's values are nearly identical to the normal control.
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	Optional/General comments


	The authors must:

· Clarify and correct the animal strain used throughout the MS.

· Provide a formal statement of ethical approval.

· Re-evaluate and correct (or justifiably defend) the anomalous hematology data in Table 3.

· Add statistical markers (p-values or superscripts) to all tables.

· No toxicological study is performed on the plant extract; it would be performed
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