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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 elucidates the impact of Telfairia occidentalis on critical haematopoietic genes (RUNX1 and MECOM), thereby validating its conventional applications and contributing significant molecular data to the domain of ethnomedicine.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title accurately describes the main genes studied, the focus, and the goals. No change is needed.
	

	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 gives a brief overview of the background, methods, main results, and importance. Adding quantitative gene expression data and naming the animal model would make things clearer.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design is strict and compares the treated and control groups in a fair way. The data regarding complete blood count and gene expression are thoroughly analysed and discussed. The connection between the observations and the background literature makes sense.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are complete and current, covering important works on plant-based therapies and genes that make blood cells.
	

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


	Researchers can read the manuscript because it is written clearly and professionally. Making small changes to the grammar from time to time could make the reading flow better.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article provides substantial original data and is recommended for publication following minor revisions—primarily to elaborate on gene expression results in the abstract and to explicitly acknowledge study limitations.
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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 detail)

No
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