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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.


	Trachyspermum ammi and Ocimum sanctum plant extract are used for Anti-anxiety effect in this study. These plants have many traditional medicinal uses but not used commercially as anti-anxiety drugs. Further study can lead to development of new herbal preparation for anxiety and related disorders. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, two plants extracts are used for study, Plants name should be there in the title. 
It should be like this- 

“Pharmacological evaluation of anti-anxiety effect of Trachyspermum ammi and Ocimum sanctum extracts on mice through locomotion and behavioral studies using brightness discrimination”
	

	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.


	No, in abstract it’s written as ‘herbal extract’ many times but not the plant names. Authors should clearly mention both the plants name in abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It appears scientifically correct but some points must be improved, like.

1. In methodology, method of extraction of plant and preparation of powders, should be mentioned, Authors should also mention from where they collected plant and how they verified them. 

2. Authors,  have written ‘Polyherbal Powder’ every time  from methodology to results and discussion , but since it appears only two plant have been taken so it cannot be referred as poly herbal  instead plant extract or herbal extract word should be used. 
3. Dose of extracts in mice is not mentioned, it should clearly mention the dosage of different herbal combination and not as “at a consistent volume per body weight”

4. Rational of selecting plants and there extracts combinations are not mentioned in the article. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More recent references of last 2-3 years should be added.
	

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


	Yes. However some sentences have formatting and grammatical errors, they should be rewritten. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Discussion and conclusion should be more focused and emphasized on herbal extracts used, which is the main purpose of this study. 
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	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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