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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Reviewer Comments

General Comments

The manuscript investigates the effects of Morinda officinalis extract and sesame oil on surgical wound healing in a rat model using clinical, macroscopic, and histopathological parameters. The topic is relevant and the experimental approach is appropriate for evaluating wound repair. The inclusion of histological scoring and collagen assessment strengthens the study. However, several issues related to data presentation, clarity of results, and methodological details should be addressed to improve the scientific quality and readability of the manuscript.

Specific Comments

Study design and methodology

The number of animals per group (n = 5) is relatively small. A brief justification for the sample size or a discussion of this limitation is recommended.

More details should be provided regarding the histological scoring system, including whether the evaluation was performed blindly and how inter-observer variability was controlled.

The description of collagen assessment (MT staining) would benefit from clarification regarding magnification consistency and quantitative versus qualitative evaluation.

Results section:

The macroscopic wound measurement results are difficult to follow due to repetitive text and complex statistical comparisons. Consider simplifying the presentation and clearly stating which group showed faster wound closure at each time point.

The statistical results should be presented more clearly, preferably in a table, to avoid confusion caused by multiple pairwise comparisons in the text.

Some results suggest that the combined treatment (MO+SO) was less effective than individual treatments; this unexpected finding should be clearly highlighted and consistently reported.

Histopathological findings:

The microscopic descriptions generally support the conclusions; however, clearer correlation between histological observations and the scoring system presented in the table is needed.

Figure legends should be more detailed, specifying staining methods, magnification, and key histological features.

Discussion

The discussion would benefit from a more focused comparison between the effects of MO and SO, particularly addressing why MO appeared more effective.

The lower efficacy of the combination therapy requires a stronger scientific explanation, as synergistic effects are often expected.

Some inconsistencies are present (e.g., mention of avocado oil and phenytoin), which appear unrelated to the current study and should be corrected.

Language and clarity:

The manuscript contains numerous grammatical and typographical errors that affect readability. Careful language editing is strongly recommended.

Terminology should be used consistently throughout the manuscript (e.g., wound diameter vs. wound area).

Recommendation:

Minor to Moderate Revision

The study presents promising findings regarding the wound healing potential of Morinda officinalis and sesame oil. Addressing the above comments will significantly improve the clarity, scientific rigor, and overall quality of the manuscript.
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