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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.


	This study assesses the protective effects of Vitex doniana stem bark extract against gentamicin-induced cardiac injury, providing experimental evidence relevant to drug-induced cardiotoxicity and natural product research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the study's focus and scope. No major revision is required.
	

	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 complete, covering the background, methods, results, and conclusions, and clearly presents the main points of the study. The authors might consider briefly including animal sex and age to enhance completeness, but the current content is sufficient.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a reasonable experimental design and data analysis, and the conclusions are reliable. Including animal sex and age in the methods could be considered, but this does not affect the overall scientific validity of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, covering the background and relevant fields, supporting the scientific basis of the study. It is suggested to consider including recent studies directly related to plant cardioprotection or gentamicin-induced cardiotoxicity to strengthen the focus, although the existing references already provide useful context.
	

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


	The English language of the manuscript is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Some sentences could be slightly refined for better flow, but this does not affect comprehension.
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No obvious ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The authors have declared no competing interests, and the study design appears to adhere to standard ethical guidelines.
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