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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 study is valuable because it fills an existing knowledge gap regarding the safety of Ophiorrhiza recurvipetala, a newly identified species for which no previous toxicological assessments have been conducted. It provides reliable preliminary data on the acute toxicity of the plant’s ethanolic extract, forming an essential foundation before exploring its pharmacological potential or therapeutic applications. The work also offers a useful methodological model for evaluating toxicity in other medicinal plants, benefiting researchers in toxicology, pharmacognosy, and herbal medicine. Additionally, the findings encourage further sub-acute and chronic studies, which are critical for developing a complete safety profile for plant-derived compounds.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and reflects the content of the study.
	

	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 provides a general overview but would benefit from greater clarity and detail.
Suggestions:
1. Add a clear statement describing adherence to OECD 425 guidelines.

2. Mention the number of animals and group assignments.

3. Include explicit results or note the absence of statistically significant changes.

4. Add a final sentence summarizing the broader significance of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-structured and follows established protocols such as OECD 425, lending strong scientific validity to the work. The hematological, biochemical, and histopathological analyses are appropriate for acute toxicity assessment, and the results appear consistent and logical. Some improvements could be made, such as minimizing repeated explanations of biochemical markers, improving table formatting, and including explicit p-values in the results. Overall, the study is scientifically sound and acceptable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate, credible, and include recent studies up to 2023.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but the manuscript contains some minor grammatical errors and overly long sentences that would benefit from editing. With modest language polishing, the manuscript would be suitable for scholarly publication.
	

	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? 


	Nothing
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