Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	South Asian Research Journal of Natural Products 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_SARJNP_147175

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	EVALUATION OF PHYTOCHEMICAL AND NEUROPHARMACOLOGICAL EFFECTS OF CASSIA OBTUSIFOLIA SEEDS BY USING ALBINO MICE

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 holds meaningful importance for the scientific community, particularly in the fields of pharmacognosy and neuropharmacology. It provides valuable experimental evidence supporting the neuropharmacological potential of Cassia obtusifolia, a medicinal plant traditionally used in herbal formulations. By combining phytochemical screening with in vivo behavioral models, the research bridges traditional ethnomedicine and modern pharmacological validation. The results contribute to the growing body of evidence that plant-derived compounds may offer safe, cost-effective alternatives for managing pain and anxiety-related disorders. Furthermore, this work may inspire future mechanistic and isolation studies aimed at identifying specific bioactive molecules with CNS-modulating potential.
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	However, it could be further improved by:

· Including a brief rationale for choosing Cassia obtusifolia based on ethnomedicinal significance.

· Adding numerical results or data trends (e.g., % increase in latency time or p-values) to make the summary more quantitative.

· Deleting redundant lines (“the methanolic extract was given in two doses: low and high”) that can be condensed into one statement.
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	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured
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	The reference list is sufficient, relevant, and reasonably recent, with several citations from 2020–2023
	

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


	The English language is clear and understandable, with minimal grammatical issues
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