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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 highlights the neuroprotective potential of Acanthus montanus against mercury induced brain toxicity in Wistar rats. It adds to scientific understanding of how plant-based antioxidants can modulate oxidative stress markers like catalase, glutathione peroxidase, and C-reactive protein. The findings are valuable for developing natural therapeutic approaches to mercury toxicity and related neurological disorders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Current title is appropriate
	

	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 informative but overly detailed; it should be more concise and focused. Reduce statistical details and repetitive group comparisons, emphasizing key results and overall trends. Add a brief statement on the broader significance of the findings to enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The content is largely scientifically accurate and methodologically appropriate. Mercury’s neurotoxicity and the antioxidant role of Acanthus montanus are well supported by evidence. Minor improvements are needed in dosage justification, sample size clarity, and cautious interpretation of results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly relevant and include several recent sources (2022–2024), which strengthens the study’s credibility. However, a few older citations could be updated with more current literature on mercury neurotoxicity and plant-based antioxidants. Adding 1–2 recent reviews (2023–2025) on neuroprotective phytochemicals or oxidative stress biomarkers would make the reference list more comprehensive.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly publication in its current form. Several sentences are lengthy, repetitive, or grammatically inconsistent, which affects clarity and flow. With editing for grammar, sentence structure, and scientific tone especially in the abstract, results, and discussion—the paper can meet scholarly communication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript demonstrates a clear experimental approach and provides valuable insights into the neuroprotective potential of Acanthus montanus.

 However, it would benefit from improved organization, concise presentation of results, and minor language polishing to enhance overall readability and scientific clarity.
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