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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents interesting findings on the antioxidant and anti-inflammatory potential of Vignaunguiculata leaf extract; however, several areas require clarification and improvement.

1. The abstract is informative but would benefit from including specific numerical data to strengthen the impact of the findings.

2. The introduction contains valuable background but can be condensed to avoid repetition about ROS-mediated damage.

3. Several methodological steps require clearer standardization (e.g., incubation conditions, centrifugation speed consistency).

4. The GC-MS analysis section should include a detailed table of all detected compounds with their retention times and possible biological roles.

5. Statistical analysis details (p-values, error bars, replicates) are missing and need to be incorporated throughout the results.

6. The discussion should further compare the findings with previous studies on Cowpea or related medicinal plants.

7. Figures and tables need improved labeling, captions, and formatting to enhance readability and scientific rigor.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Shobhit Prakash Srivastava, A.N. D. College of Pharmacy, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

