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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The study examines several key factors including analgesic activity, elemental profiling, and toxicity assessment, providing a complete evaluation of the plant’s medicinal potential. Testing four different extracts allows for comparison of bioactive compound efficacy across polarities. The dose-dependent analysis effectively establishes dose-response relationship. By following OECD guidelines, authors added credibility and standardization to the research. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and requires no further additions. 
	

	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 excessively long and repetitive, presenting detailed numerical results that should be summarized more concisely. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct requiring  moderate corrections. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem to be recent and sufficient. 
	

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


	Yes, the language is justified for scholarly communication. However, there’s an inconsistent usage of terms, and few grammatical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors have not stated the sample size. 
Provide histological images or findings, if possible, in the results. 
Only ethanol extract was tested, yet hexane showed superior analgesic activity (85.78% inhibition)
The writhing inhibition formula contains an error: it should be (wc−wt)/wc×100.
The conclusion states the extract is "relatively safe on the kidney" but "moderately toxic on the liver," yet the increases in ALT, AST, and ALP are described as "only marginally higher" in the results section. 
Include p-values, confidence intervals, and clearly state which statistical tests were used. 
given the known toxicity of aristolochic acids, their presence/absence must be confirmed. 
Authors are advised to separate results and discussion as per the guidelines. Present data objectively in Results, then interpret in Discussion.
Mention the limitations or gaps in your study and provide few take-away points. 
Simplify tables 1-3, present as mean ± SD instead of showing individual animal data (M1-M5)
Please fix citation formatting, use a superscript number to the relevant reference instead of citing it as whole in the text matter. 
The percentage yield for each solvent extract​ is missing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NO
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