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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 research work is very important because it indicates the plant extract is much more antioxidant than the standard. Similarly the plant extract showed mild thrombolytic activity, which is a promising solution for cardiovascular diseases.   
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable. 
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive but in the keyword section the word cardiovascular should be added. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientific content is correct but the writing should be corrected. Starting from simple typing error to formats of writing should corrected.   
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. But the citation is not uniform. Mostly numbering was used and sometimes et al form was used. It should be uniform or after et al form put the numbering together. For example Islam et al 2021 is not correct. It is islam et al., 2015
	

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


	The language is very suitable. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the abstract; EC50 and IC50 was used. Use one type. It lacks uniformity. 

2. In the keyword section the word cardiovascular should be added.
3. In the literature section IC50 should be corrected to IC50 .

4. Table one is not referred in the main body of the text. 

5. The table 1 referred in the main body of the text is wrongly referred. It should be table 2.

6. All the figures and some of the tables are not referred in the main body of the text. They are simply putted as table and figure. It should be corrected.

7. After method and material section, the writing line spacing and justification lacks uniformity. It should be corrected. 

8. ANOVA is mentioned in the main body of the text but in the result section there is no explanation of the result using ANOVA result.

9. More importantly, as the writer of this manuscript indicated,  this research is somehow done previously by other researcher. What initiated the researchers to do it again should be written somewhere in the main body of the text.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues
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