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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 preliminary study highlights the potential hepatotoxic effects of co-administering Odogwu Bitters and Goko Cleanser, commonly used herbal mixtures in Nigeria. The observed significant increases in serum ALT and ALP levels indicate possible hepatocellular and biliary dysfunction. These findings are crucial for the scientific community as they raise safety concerns regarding the unregulated combined use of these herbal formulations and underscore the urgent need for further toxicological investigations, including histological evaluations and detailed phytochemical analyses. The study provides baseline evidence for the hepatotoxic potential of these popular products, informing risk-benefit considerations and regulatory oversight in herbal medicine.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Biochemical assessment of hepatic function following co-administration of Odogwu Bitters and Goko Cleanser in male Wistar rats: A preliminary study" is suitable. It clearly and concisely describes the study's objective, the substances investigated, the animal model used, and its preliminary nature.
	

	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 largely comprehensive. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the doses administered in the methods section for better context, as this is a crucial detail for preliminary toxicity studies. Additionally, while the biphasic pattern of AST is mentioned, a brief speculation on its potential implications could be added to the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

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

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Consider a clear rationale for "preliminary study" designation: While stated as preliminary, the study design (subchronic exposure, multiple doses, combination groups) appears quite robust. Clarify what aspects make it preliminary (e.g., lack of histopathology, small sample size per group) or consider if "pilot study" or "initial investigation" might be more appropriate, or even if it stands as a full study with clearly stated limitations.

  Strengthen the discussion on biphasic AST: The discussion mentions the biphasic AST response but doesn't fully explore potential reasons or implications. Expanding on this could enhance the mechanistic understanding.

  Clarify 'unregulated' vs. 'traditionally used': The introduction and conclusion frequently use "unregulated." While likely true, perhaps briefly elaborating on the current regulatory landscape for herbal medicines in Nigeria would provide helpful context for international readers.

  Enhance the practical implications: While safety concerns are raised, perhaps a sentence or two on immediate practical implications for public health or regulatory bodies, beyond just "further investigations," could be added.

  Ensure consistency in dosage unit description: In the "Acute Toxicity Test" section, the conversion from volume to mg/kg is provided. Ensure that all subsequent mentions of doses, especially in the "Experimental protocol" and "Results" sections, consistently refer to either volume or the calculated mg/kg range for clarity.

  Verify Figure 1 caption: The caption for Figure 1 states "Result of relative weight of testis" , but the study focuses on liver function and Table 2 is titled "Morphological analysis" and includes "Relative liver weight". Please correct the figure caption to reflect the actual content, presumably relative liver weight.
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