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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Now days anti-anxiety is very important research, formulation are suitable as a medicinal plants, selection of models also good, estimation parameters to evelute the anxiety compare with diazepam. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Tile has given extract but inside in the procedure not explained extract process and solvents,
But mentioned powder different concentration kindly check with tile and procedure for the extract or formulation. 

· If extract mention what type of extract procedure and solvents. As related to title.
	

	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.


	· Mentioned groups were divided into 3 groups, but inside divided 5 groups, kindly cross check

· Not  mentioned values while explaining results and mentioned significance but nowhere observed p values.
· Mentioned herbal extract but inside has given 2 plants combination, kindly cross check.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Correct but in that procedure did not mention percentage how calculated, give that calculation equation for all the procedure.
· Phyto constituent not given 

· IAEC protocol number was not given to do animal experiment, if u have given it is better, 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Reference give     author name et al.,   it should be unique.
· Cross check no. of references

· References given as author names but n reference part at the last numbers has given it was not matching better give alphabet order of references
	

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


	Typographical mistakes cross check once.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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