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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 relevant and underexplored aspect of herbal medicine safety specifically, the sub-chronic biochemical impact of Pausinystalia yohimbe, a widely used traditional aphrodisiac in sub-Saharan Africa. By evaluating sensitive biomarkers of inflammation (hs-CRP) and myocardial injury (troponin-I), the authors provide valuable preliminary data on the dose-dependent safety profile of this plant extract. 

Given the global rise in complementary and alternative medicine use, such evidence-based toxicological assessments are essential for guiding safe therapeutic applications and informing regulatory policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the study’s objectives and methodology.
	

	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 well-structured and covers the key elements: background, aim, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it would benefit from explicitly stating the duration of treatment (28 days) and clarifying that sildenafil was used as a positive comparator. Also, the phrase “no change in troponin-I (0.22 ± 0.37 ng/mL)” appears to contain a likely typo (SE should be ~0.04, not 0.37, based on Table 4); this should be corrected for accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is logical, the use of validated ELISA kits for biomarker quantification is appropriate, and statistical analysis (Student’s t-test) is correctly applied for group comparisons. The interpretation of results aligns with the data: no cardiotoxicity (stable troponin-I) but a mild inflammatory response at the highest dose (elevated CRP). 

However, the small sample size (n=5/group) limits statistical power, which the authors appropriately acknowledge in the limitations section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include recent works (up to 2023). However, reference #7 appears to be a non-English source with an incomplete citation format (Chinese journal title without translation or proper bibliographic detail). It is advisable to either replace it with an English-language equivalent or provide a full English translation and DOI. Additionally, the authors may consider citing recent reviews on yohimbine pharmacokinetics or herbal cardiotoxicity for broader context.
	

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


	The English is mostly clear and suitable for publication, though minor grammatical and typographical errors are present (e.g., spacing issues like “Paus inystalia”, inconsistent use of italics for species names, and minor punctuation errors). A light copy-editing pass would enhance readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript would benefit from a brief mention of the yohimbine content of the extract (if known), as this would strengthen dose–response interpretation.

2. While the use of sildenafil as a comparator is justified, the rationale for choosing 5 mg/kg (a relatively high dose for rats) could be better explained.

3. The graphical summary is described narratively; inclusion of an actual figure (e.g., bar graphs of CRP/troponin-I across doses) in the final manuscript would greatly improve data visualization.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No. 

The study adheres to international ethical standards (NIH, OECD) and received approval from the Institutional Animal Ethics Committee (Ref: IUI/MLS/2023/04). Animal welfare considerations, including humane endpoints and anesthesia during euthanasia, are properly addressed.
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