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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 addresses an important toxicological issue by examining mercury chloride–induced liver injury and the potential protective role of Syzygium aromaticum. The study is relevant given the ongoing interest in plant-based antioxidants as complementary or alternative approaches to managing heavy metal toxicity. The combined use of biochemical markers and histopathological analysis strengthens the scientific value of the work. However, the broader novelty of the study could be better emphasized by more clearly differentiating the findings from existing reports on Syzygium aromaticum and mercury toxicity.
	Thank you for your comments 

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A more concise version could improve clarity without altering its meaning.
Suggested alternative title:
“Hepatoprotective Effects of Syzygium aromaticum Ethanolic Extract Against Mercury Chloride Toxicity in Wistar Rats”
	We have chenaged the title as per the suggestion 

	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 organized and covers the key components of the study. However, it would benefit from including a brief mention of the proposed mechanism of hepatoprotection, such as antioxidant or anti-inflammatory activity. Additionally, presenting one key quantitative outcome or level of statistical significance would strengthen the impact of the results. Overall, only minor revisions are required.
	Noted 

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design, animal grouping, and outcome measures are appropriate for addressing the study objectives. The biochemical and histological findings are consistent with established knowledge of mercury-induced hepatotoxicity. However, the manuscript would benefit from a clearer justification of the selected doses of both mercury chloride and Syzygium aromaticum extract, supported by literature. Inclusion of oxidative stress biomarkers (e.g., MDA, SOD, or CAT) would also strengthen the mechanistic interpretation of the results.


	Thank you for your comments
Noted 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate and includes several recent and relevant studies. Nevertheless, the authors may consider incorporating additional high-impact review articles on heavy metal toxicity and phytochemical hepatoprotection to strengthen the theoretical framework. Minor inconsistencies in reference formatting should also be corrected.
	Added  references. 

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable; however, there are several grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and instances of repetition. A thorough language revision is recommended to improve clarity, coherence, and overall scholarly quality.
	grammatical errors have been rectified. 
We have improved the language. 

	Optional/General comments


	The figures and tables present relevant data but could be improved by clearer labeling and more detailed captions. The discussion section is informative but somewhat lengthy and repetitive in places; tightening this section and focusing more on interpretation rather than restating results would enhance readability.


	Thank you for your comments 
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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 major ethical concerns are identified.
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