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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.


	The manuscript explores the anti-inflammatory and anticoagulant potential of Tridax procumbens, a plant widely used in traditional medicine. Investigating medicinal plants that may possess dual pharmacological activities is valuable, particularly given the increasing interest in natural alternatives to synthetic drugs. The study provides preliminary experimental evidence supporting the traditional use of Tridax procumbens and contributes to the ongoing research on plant-derived bioactive compounds. Although the findings are interesting, the manuscript would benefit from clearer methodological explanations and a more detailed discussion of how the results compare with previously reported studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title generally reflects the objective of the study; however, there is a spelling issue in the plant name. The species name should be written as Tridax procumbens.
	

	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 summarizes the purpose of the study and briefly describes the experimental approach. However, it would be more informative if some numerical results were included, such as the percentage inhibition values for the anti-inflammatory assay and the clotting time observed in the anticoagulant assay. Including these details would help readers better understand the significance of the findings. In addition, the abstract could briefly mention the presence of phytochemicals detected in the extract, since these compounds may be responsible for the observed activities.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design follows commonly used in-vitro models for evaluating anti-inflammatory and anticoagulant activities, and the results appear consistent with the known pharmacological properties of Tridax procumbens. Nevertheless, some methodological aspects require clarification. For example, the manuscript should specify the number of experimental replicates and whether any statistical analysis was performed. Providing such information would increase the scientific reliability of the results. The discussion could also be expanded to better relate the findings to previously published research on this plant.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are generally relevant to the topic of the study. However, several references are relatively old, and the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies published in the last few years. Adding recent literature on phytochemical analysis and pharmacological activities of Tridax procumbens would strengthen the background and discussion sections.
	

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


	Overall, the manuscript is understandable, but there are several grammatical errors and minor typographical issues throughout the text. The scientific name Tridax procumbens should be written consistently in italic form, and capitalization should follow standard taxonomic conventions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) The manuscript would benefit from clearer descriptions of the experimental procedures.

2) The number of replicates and statistical treatment of data should be stated.

3) Some parts of the introduction and discussion are repetitive and could be shortened.

4) Figure and table captions could be more descriptive.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript reports the use of human blood samples obtained from a hospital blood bank. However, it is not clearly stated whether ethical approval was obtained from an institutional ethics committee or whether informed consent procedures were followed.
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