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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 adds valuable evidence on plant-based hematinic agents by evaluating combined aqueous extract fractions of Mucuna pruriens and Justicia carnea, which is relevant in regions where anemia is prevalent. The findings highlight fraction-specific hematological effects and provide a basis for further pharmacological studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study
	

	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 and well structured. However, minor improvements are suggested:The method of extract fractionation could be stated more clearly.
The key statistically significant findings (neutrophils and platelet changes) may be highlighted more explicitly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, grouping of animals, dosing regimen, and analytical methods are appropriate
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and include recent literature (2022–2025).
	

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


	The overall language quality is acceptable for scholarly publication. However, minor grammatical errors, typographical inconsistencies, spacing issues, and occasional redundancy are present.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The sample size per group should be clarified and kept consistent throughout the manuscript.
The discussion section is informative but could be slightly condensed to avoid repetition.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No. The manuscript clearly states ethical approval from an Institutional Research and Ethics Committee, and animal handling procedures appear to follow international ethical guidelines.
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