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	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.


	· This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive and integrated evaluation of Aristolochia albida root extracts by combining analgesic efficacy, elemental profiling, and toxicological assessment in a single study. 

· Such a multidimensional approach helps bridge the gap between traditional medicinal use and modern scientific validation, offering critical evidence on both therapeutic potential and safety concerns. 

· Given the well-documented toxicological risks associated with the Aristolochia genus, the inclusion of elemental and toxicity data is particularly valuable for risk assessment, regulatory considerations, and public health awareness. 

· Overall, the findings contribute to informed drug discovery efforts, safer ethnopharmacological applications, and future research on bioactive natural products with improved safety profiles.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is largely suitable because it clearly reflects the key components of the study—analgesic activity, elemental profiling, and toxicological evaluation—and accurately informs readers about the scope of the work.
	

	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.


	· Based on the scope implied by the title, the abstract appears generally comprehensive, but it can be strengthened to better meet the expectations of a broad scientific audience. I suggest the following refinements.

· Clearly state the rationale for studying Aristolochia albida, especially addressing both its traditional use and the known safety concerns associated with the Aristolochia genus. This helps frame the importance of the work from the outset.
· Explicitly link results to implications, such as potential therapeutic relevance, safety considerations, or regulatory importance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Based on the information presented and the study objectives, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. 

· The experimental design aligns well with the stated aims, and the approaches used for analgesic evaluation, elemental profiling, and toxicological assessment are consistent with accepted practices in pharmacological and toxicological research. 

· The results are generally interpreted in a logical manner and are supported by the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The current reference list is adequate and well-chosen, but inclusion of a few more clinical and translational references could enrich the discussion and broaden the appeal to a wider scientific audience. These additions are optional, not critical.
	

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


	· The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally clear and understandable, and it meets the basic standards for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Overall, the manuscript is well organized and addresses an important topic at the intersection of ethnopharmacology, toxicology, and natural product research. 

· The integrated evaluation of analgesic activity alongside elemental and toxicological profiling is a notable strength and enhances the translational relevance of the study. 

· The writing is generally clear, and the results are presented in a logical and coherent manner.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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