Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Advances in Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AIR_155177

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of Anti-inflammatory and Anti-coagulant Activities of Tridax Procumbenes by Using Egg Albumin Denaturation and Blood Coagulation Assay

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	This manuscript addresses the pharmacological evaluation of Tridax procumbens, a widely used medicinal plant, focusing on its anti-inflammatory and anti-coagulant activities. The study contributes to the scientific validation of traditional medicine and highlights the potential of plant-based therapeutics in managing inflammation and coagulation-related disorders. Such studies are important in bridging ethnomedicine with modern pharmacology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but contains a spelling error (“Procumbenes”).

Suggested title:
“Evaluation of Anti-inflammatory and Anticoagulant Activities of Tridax procumbens Using Egg Albumin Denaturation and Blood Coagulation Assays”
	

	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 informative but slightly repetitive and could be more precise.
Suggestions:

Remove redundancy in results and conclusion statements.

Include specific numerical findings (e.g., % inhibition, clotting time).

Improve clarity in methodology (mention exact assay conditions briefly).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically relevant; however, there are some concerns.
Methodology lacks detailed standardization (e.g., sample size, replicates, statistical analysis).

No mention of error bars, SD/SEM, or statistical significance.

Interpretation sometimes overstates results (extract described as “comparable” to standard drugs despite lower activity).

Units and formatting inconsistencies (mg/ml vs µg/ml).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 References are adequate but:

Some are outdated.

More recent (last 5 years) studies should be included, especially on anticoagulant activity.

Formatting is inconsistent.


	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate language editing:

Grammatical errors and repetition present.

Scientific tone needs improvement.

Typographical errors (e.g., “Procumbenes”, “gastrointentional”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables need better labeling and clarity.

· Discussion should be more critical rather than descriptive.

· Avoid duplication of content in discussion and conclusion.

· Botanical and pharmacological sections can be shortened to maintain focus.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues identified
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