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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 contributes to the growing body of research on polyherbal formulations by investigating the synergistic in-vitro anti- inflammatory and antiplatelet effects of combined ethanol leaf extracts of Ficus capensis and Mentha spicata. While previous studies have focused largely on individual plant extracts, this work attempts to experimentally validate their combined use, which reflects traditional medicinal practices. The study provides preliminary mechanistic insight through phospholipase A2 inhibition, membrane stabilization, and platelet aggregation assays, strengthening its pharmacological relevance. If further validated through in-vivo and molecular studies, this research could support the development of plant-based anti-inflammatory alternatives with potentially improved
safety profiles compared to conventional NSAIDs
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Synergistic In-Vitro Anti-Inflammatory and Antiplatelet Activities of Combined Ethanol Leaf Extracts of Ficus capensis and Mentha spicata with Phytochemical Characterization
	




	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.
	1. Clarify the study design
It would be beneficial to explicitly state that this is an in-vitro experimental study.

2. Synergy claim
While the abstract emphasizes “synergistic” activity, no direct comparison with individual plant extracts or formal synergy analysis is mentioned. Either:
a) briefly clarify how synergy was inferred, or
b) soften the wording (e.g., “combined effect” instead of “synergistic”) to avoid overinterpretation.

3. Statistical details
Consider mentioning the number of replicates (e.g., n = 3) and the statistical approach used to determine significance.

4. Conciseness
The final two sentences partly repeat the same idea regarding research gaps and traditional use. These could be merged into a single, more concise statement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1 Concentration Inconsistency:
Platelet aggregation section reports concentrations in g/ml, whereas others use µg/ml. This must be corrected.

2 Statistical Reporting:
· The statistical test used is not specified.
· Exact p-values should be provided instead of only “P <
.001”.
· Clarify whether ANOVA followed by post hoc testing was conducted.

3 Data Presentation Issues:
· Typographical errors (e.g., “820” instead of 82.0% in Table 5).
· Some absorbance values appear identical between extract and diclofenac, which requires verification.
4 Mechanistic Claims:
	




	
	The manuscript mentions cyclooxygenase (COX) inhibition, but COX was not directly assayed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them
in the review form.
	1 Remove duplicate citation of Silva et al. (2023).

2 Ensure consistent referencing format.
	

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

2. Grammatical errors (e.g., subject-verb agreement).

3. Inconsistent capitalization (e.g., “Leave” vs. “Leaf”).
[bookmark: _GoBack]
4. Typographical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments
	1. Provide yield percentage of extracts.
2. Include limitations section (e.g., in-vitro nature, absence of toxicity evaluation).
	



Reviewer details:
Dwi Pratiwi Kasmara, Senior Medan University, Indonesia

















PART 2:



	
	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 ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study was conducted using standard in-vitro experimental procedures. Human blood samples used for the assays were obtained from healthy volunteers following established laboratory protocols, with no personal identifiers involved.
	



