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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 provides new insights into the benefits of Garcinia kola in preventing kidney damage caused by lead exposure.

· This manuscript also provides new knowledge to the scientific community, as the issue of lead pollution and its health impacts is currently widely discussed. Furthermore, the use of plant-based ingredients to prevent or treat the effects of lead exposure is also currently under discussion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable? (If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes the title of the article suit with the manuscript content
	

	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.
	I suggest adding 1 sentence explaining the use of Garcinia kola extract in preventing or treating the effects of kidney damage due to Pb exposure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript actually complies with scientific principles, but according to the author guidelines, it requires several adjustments. According to the author guidelines, the manuscript structure consists of an Abstract, Introduction, Methodology, Results and Discussion, Conclusion, Acknowledgements, Competing Interests, Authors' Contributions, Consent (where applicable), Ethical Approval (where applicable), and References, plus figures and/or tables. Some adjustments that need to be made include:

1. This manuscript does not need to include a discussion, conclusion, and recommendations in the discussion section; instead, they should be in accordance with the author guidelines.
2. The research does not mention ethical approval, even though this study used experimental animals, which require ethical approval.
3. Almost all references are from more than 10 years ago, with only one reference from the last 10 years.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form
	Almost all references are from more than 10 years, with only one reference from the last 10 years. Replace all references with references from the last 10 years, with the majority of references coming from primary references or original articles.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The use of English in this manuscript is good and can be used for publication in scholarly communications. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research idea presented in this manuscript is actually very good, but it needs some major improvements such as adding a background to the abstract, mentioning the ethical test and the research ethics test certificate number, changes to the references, and the manuscript structure must be adjusted to the original article writing structure as stated in the author guidelines.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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