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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.


	The manuscript is well-structured, clear, and comprehensively summarizes your study's background, methods, results, and conclusion. The comparison between the sugar-free and sugar-added preparations is a strong addition and highlights a novel aspect of your research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title has been appropriately modified to reflect the content of the manuscript more accurately and clearly. My suggested title for this manuscript is: “Antidiarrheal and electrolyte-modulatory effects of Manihot esculenta flakes: sugar-added versus sugar-free aqueous suspensions in experimental models of diarrhea in rats.” This revised title provides greater clarity regarding the experimental setting and animal model used in the study.
	

	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 is well defined; however, it is too short and incomplete, with a length of approximately 149 words. According to the author’s guidelines for the journal, the abstract should not exceed 300 words. Therefore, my suggestion to the authors is to include some statistical values of their results. The abstract should reflect the current limitations in diarrhea treatment and explain the need for the present study. It should provide a clear rationale, aim, and objectives of the study. The materials and methods should state the total number of animals used in the study. The results should incorporate statistical values, and the conclusion should highlight future perspectives.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically ok but needs to be submitted the ethical approval to the IAEC. 
	

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

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


	 The language and English quality should be assessed by the journal editor in accordance with the journal’s norms and policies.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the Materials and Methods section, point 2.1.2 states that a total of 25 animals were used for the study. However, sections 2.2.1, 2.2.2, 2.2.3, and 2.2.4 describe different experimental protocols. It is unclear whether the same animals were used across all four protocols or if different sets of animals were used for each. This needs to be clarified by the authors.
2. The authors must provide details about the symbols used to represent statistical values in all tables and figures. These statistical values should also be mentioned and incorporated into the Results section. Additionally, there is no need to include statistical symbols in the normal control group
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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 details)
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