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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 investigates anticancer activity of a plant extract in mice
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	The manuscript requires extensive language editing

	

	Optional/General comments


	B. Methodology 

· Vehicle for extract administration – Not specified (saline? DMSO? Suspension agent?)

· Route of administration – "Orally" stated in text but missing from methods section

· Positive control dose justification – 5-FU at 20 mg/kg – provide literature reference

· Sample size calculation – No justification for n=6 per group

· Sex distribution – "Both sexes" used but no analysis of sex-based differences

C. Statistical Analysis

· ANOVA used but post-hoc test not specified – Which test? Tukey? Dunnett?

· Graphs show multiple comparisons – Statistical annotations unclear which groups are compared

· P-values inconsistent – Some show , ** but legend describes only "p<0.05 vs Group I" and "**p<0.05 vs Group II" – This is insufficient for multiple group comparisons

D. Results Presentation

· Graph 1 impossible values – Non-viable cells showing negative values (below zero)

· All graphs lack error bars – Essential for showing variability

· Graph axes unlabeled – Y-axis units missing throughout

· Table 1 confusion – Groups labeled I-VI but Table 1 shows Group I (Normal) with MST 19.32 days – Normal control mice should not die – Clarify if these are tumor-bearing?

· Group labels inconsistent – Text describes Group I: Normal, Group II: Disease Control, but Table 1 shows different labeling

Tables and Figures

· All require complete re-formatting per journal guidelines

· Graphs should be re-made with proper software (not Excel defaults)

· Units missing on all axes

Outdated references: Ref 10-13 (1885-1956), Replace with modern taxonomic/ethnobotanical sources

Incomplete citations; Ref 23, 24 – same title, Differentiate and provide page numbers

Self-citation concerns: Ref 14, 17 include author Sridharan G, Ensure no conflict of interest
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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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