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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 study investigates the phenolic content, anti-inflammatory activity, and anti-BPH potential of hydroethanolic root extract of Pericopsis laxiflora in testosterone-induced benign prostatic hyperplasia (BPH) in male Wistar rats. Results indicate significant PSA reduction comparable to Finasteride and notable anti-inflammatory effects
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•  Improve legends of figures for better self-explanatory clarity.

•  Briefly discuss potential mechanisms of action (COX/5α-reductase).
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