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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is important because of it provides new biochemical information on the PLA2 enzyme from Naja melanoleuca, a species whose venom is not yet well-documented despite its medical relevance in west Africa. By isolating and characterizing this enzyme, the study adds meaningful data that can help researchers better understand venom composition and its effects. The kinetic parameter and enzyme characteristics reported here also offer a useful foundation for improving ant venom development and supporting future work in toxicology. Overall, the finding contributes to a clearer scientific understanding of cobra venoms and open pathways for future pharmacological investigations.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The original title is understandable but a bit long and can be refind for clarity and impact so my suggested title will be “Biochemical characterisation and kinetic Analysis of Phospholipase A2 from Naja melanoleuca venom”
	

	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 generally comprehensive, but it contains too many experimental details that are not needed in an abstract. I suggest removing technical specifics (buffers, gradient percentages, timing) and adding a brief line on the importance or implication of the findings to improve clarity and impact. Overall the abstract is good and interesting. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the content provided, the manuscript appers scientifically correct in its methods, results, and interpretations, and it follows standard biochemical and toxicology procedures. The experimental approach (chromatography, SDS-PAGE, kinetic assays) is appropriate and the result are consistent with known properties of PLA2 enzymes from cobra venoms. However only minor clarifications on explanations may be needed, but the scientific content is valid.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include, any relevant and reputable sources, but a few of them are slightly older. Adding one or two more recent toxicology or venom-omics papers (post-2018) could strengthen the manuscript. Overall, the reference list is acceptable but could be updated slightly9 for recency. The author should  also have to add the citations on the article paragraph wise and give the numbers to the references.
	

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


	The language is understandable and generally suitable for scholarly communication, but some sections would benefit from clearer sentence structure and smoother flow. Minor editing for grammar, conciseness, and readability would improve overall quality.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is valuable and well-structured. Minor language edits and simplification of a few sections would improve clarity, but overall it is a solid and relevant manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there are no any kind of ethical issues apparent in this manuscript.
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