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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 provides valuable insight into the neuropharmacological potential of Cassia obtusifolia seeds, a medicinal plant traditionally used in herbal therapy. By combining phytochemical screening with behavioral pharmacological assays (Eddy’s hot plate and open field tests), it contributes to validating ethnomedicinal claims through scientific evidence. The study’s findings on analgesic and anxiolytic activities add to the growing database of natural CNS-active agents, supporting further research into plant-based neurotherapeutics. It also encourages interest in exploring bioactive compounds that could serve as leads for developing safer, affordable neuroactive drugs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is descriptive and accurately reflects the study’s scope and methods. However, it could be slightly refined for conciseness and scientific tone. The Suggested Alternative Title is
“Phytochemical Profiling and Neuropharmacological Evaluation of Methanolic Extract of Cassia obtusifolia Seeds in Albino Mice”

	

	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 summarizes the purpose, methodology, and key findings. It mentions the phytochemical constituents, test models used, dose groups, and significant results. However, a few improvements are suggested:

1. Include the exact number of animals per group and statistical test name (ANOVA) in brief.

2. Replace unclear phrases like “significant changes” with specific behavioral or numerical results.

3. Add a one-line conclusion emphasizing the extract’s potential as a candidate for herbal neurotherapeutic development.

4. The abstract can be improved by quantitatively summarizing the key outcomes (e.g., % increase in response time, time spent in center zone) and explicitly stating that statistical analysis confirmed dose-dependent CNS effects.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct and based on standard pharmacological models. The methodology, including Soxhlet extraction, phytochemical tests, and behavioral models (Eddy’s hot plate and open field), follows established protocols.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but somewhat limited in number and moderately recent. While some 2023 citations are included, several are older or general.
Suggestions:

1. Add recent studies (2022–2024) on Cassia obtusifolia and related Cassia species focusing on CNS or antioxidant activity.

2. Consider including review articles from “Frontiers in Pharmacology,” “Journal of Ethnopharmacology,” or “Phytomedicine.”


	

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


	The language is understandable but requires moderate editing for scholarly precision. Some sentences are lengthy and lack grammatical clarity (e.g., inconsistent verb tenses and repetitive phrasing like “the extract was treated with…”). Suggestions:

1. Replace informal connectors with scientific phrasing (“Moreover,” “Furthermore,” “Hence”).

2. Standardize scientific terms (e.g., “methanolic extract” instead of “methanolic seed extract” repeatedly).

3. Ensure consistent tense use and proper punctuation in results and discussion sections.
After light professional editing, the article will be suitable for publication-quality English.
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