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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the

review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to
provide additional suggestions/comments)

The observed lack of significant differences in liver and hematological parameters
between the test groups and the control group suggests a potential protective effect.
This finding could be valuable for researchers looking into natural interventions for
hypertension.In conclusion, the manuscript holds promise in contributing to the
scientific community's knowledge on natural interventions for hypertension. It could
stimulate further research and discussions in related fields.

The title is quite informative and directly communicates the key aspects of the study.
However, there are a few minor improvements that can enhance clarity and readability.
The abstract provides a solid overview of the study, but a few adjustments can
enhance its comprehensiveness and clarity

The structure of the manuscript seems well-organized, with a clear progression and
each section appears to cover its designated content appropriately.

The manuscript seems well-structured and detailed. It follows a standard scientific
format with an abstract, introduction, materials and methods, results, and discussion
sections. The use of statistical analysis to compare group means enhances the
scientific rigor.

The references provided in the manuscript cover a range of sources, and they seem
relevant to the research topic.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The language and English quality of the article are crucial for scholarly communication. Yes i herewith
ensure that the manuscript adheres to the standards of academic writing.

Optional/General comments

Not required
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