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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 manuscript provides the first scientific evidence on the acute oral toxicity profile of Ophiorrhiza recurvipetala ethanol extract, a newly identified medicinal plant species with promising pharmacological components. As herbal medicines continue to gain global acceptance, the assessment of safety and toxicity becomes crucial to support their therapeutic use and guide dosage standardization. The findings demonstrating no observable toxicity at doses up to 2000 mg/kg contribute valuable baseline data for future pharmacological, sub-acute, and chronic toxicity studies. Ultimately, this research supports the safe development of O. recurvipetala based natural formulations and strengthens the scientific foundation for exploring its potential biomedical applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 is generally clear, informative, and includes essential components such as the purpose, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. It successfully communicates that the ethanolic extract of Ophiorrhiza recurvipetala (OREE) did not cause acute toxicity up to 2000 mg/kg in Wistar rats. However, a few improvements could enhance clarity, readability, and scientific value. 
The abstract begins abruptly without setting context. One sentence explaining why toxicity evaluation is important would strengthen the introduction.

Instead of listing parameters, summarizing the approach in one concise sentence would improve flow.

Even one numerical data point strengthens impact (e.g., LD50 > 2000 mg/kg, no significant change in biochemical parameters).

The conclusion can better emphasize the potential implications for future pharmacological research.

Some wording could be refined for academic tone and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the provided content, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for an acute oral toxicity study. The experimental design, including OECD 425 guidelines, appropriate grouping of animals, dosing range (5–2000 mg/kg b.w.), and the evaluation of multiple toxicity indicators (physiological, hematological, biochemical, organ weight, and histopathology), aligns well with standard toxicological research protocols. Data presentation is clear, and the results logically support the conclusion that the ethanol extract of Ophiorrhiza recurvipetala is safe at tested concentrations.
Although scientifically correct, the manuscript would be strengthened further by:

Including statistical p-values directly in tables or narrative to support statements of non-significance.

Providing graphical data representation (bar graphs or line plots) for better visualization.

Cross-referencing figures and tables within text more clearly.

Mentioning any limitations (e.g., only liver histology evaluated, no female rats used) to enhance transparency.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites 37 references that are generally relevant, credible, and appropriate to the research topic.
However, a few references are more than 10–20 years old and could be supplemented with more recent toxicology-based studies.

Limited references specifically discuss the toxicology of related Ophiorrhiza species; adding such references would improve scientific depth.

Consider including additional papers on safety evaluation trends in herbal medicine and recent toxicology validation studies.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally clear and understandable English, and the language is mostly suitable for scholarly communication.
However, some sentences are grammatically awkward or unnecessarily long and would benefit from restructuring for clarity.

Occasional repetition of words or ideas could be reduced.

Minor typographical and formatting issues occur in tables and figure descriptions.

Use of more formal academic expressions would improve tone (e.g., replacing informal verbs/phrases).

Abstract and introduction contain some language inconsistencies that could be polished.

Possible Improvement

"The present study aimed to evaluate the acute toxicity..."

"No significant changes were observed in hematological indices..."

"The weights of major organs such as the liver, heart..."
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents valuable preliminary evidence on the safety of the ethanol extract of Ophiorrhiza recurvipetala, applying OECD 425 guidelines and a comprehensive assessment of physiological, hematological, biochemical, and histopathological parameters. The study is scientifically relevant, particularly given the growing use of herbal medicines and the need for toxicity validation. Results are clearly interpreted and support the conclusion that the extract is safe up to 2000 mg/kg in Wistar rats. Minor improvements in language polishing, inclusion of recent supporting literature, and the addition of graphical data for better visualization would further strengthen the manuscript. Overall, the work contributes meaningful foundational data and supports further research through sub-acute and chronic toxicity evaluations.
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	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 detail)
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