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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 (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 Modified Elevated Circular Maze (MECM) may be useful in detection of Anxiety disorders in mice. It is huseful in animal studies. Results obtained from the study has some importance in the treatment of such disorders in humans.  Rhynchosia minima Extract preparation may be used in the  tratment if further studied. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It should include the herbal extract name also. It may be- 
“A Modified Elevated Circular Maze Model For Rapid Detection of Anxiolytic Effects of Rhynchosia minima Extract in Rodents.”


	

	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.


	In abstract, numner of mice per group in not specified, it is written as n = X per group, value of X should be mentioned. 
It is also not mentioned in methodology of manuscript as well. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It appears scientifically correct but some points must be improved.
Authors should mention about collection, identification and method of extraction of plant in methodology.

As I stated, numbers of mice per group should also be mentioned. 
	

	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.
Number of references is not sufficient. 
	

	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
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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