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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 manuscript is significant because it provides in vivo experimental evidence supporting the anti-anemic potential of Talinum triangulare. By integrating packed cell volume analysis with liver and kidney histopathology, the study strengthens both efficacy and preliminary safety evaluation. These findings help validate traditional medicinal use and support future research on plant-based therapies for anemia
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 clearly presents the aim, model, and main findings, but it contains excessive numerical detail and some inconsistencies in group description and dosing units. I recommend simplifying the results to emphasize overall trends, clarifying the experimental design, and strengthening the concluding statement to better highlight the study’s significance and safety implication
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in concept and experimental approach, as it uses an established phenylhydrazine-induced anemia model, appropriate dosing of Talinum triangulare, and standard hematological (PCV) and histopathological analyses. However, it would benefit from clearer methodological consistency, improved statistical reporting, and language refinement to strengthen scientific rigor and clarity without altering the core findings.
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