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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 issue of xenobiotic-induced organ toxicity and explores the therapeutic potential of Lycium barbarum pulp extract. The study integrates biochemical, oxidative stress, and histopathological analyses, providing comprehensive evidence of reno- and cardioprotective effects. The findings contribute to the growing body of knowledge on plant-based antioxidants and their role in mitigating oxidative stress–mediated organ damage. The work is relevant for pharmacology, toxicology, and natural product research communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and scientifically descriptive. It accurately reflects the scope, experimental model, and key outcomes of the study. No modification is required.
	

	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 comprehensive and structured appropriately. However, inclusion of statistical significance (p-values) and mention of experimental duration (6 weeks) would enhance clarity. Additionally, briefly indicating phytochemical findings would strengthen mechanistic linkage.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is appropriate with control and standard groups. Biochemical assays and histopathology support conclusions effectively. Statistical analysis is adequate. However, minor clarification is recommended regarding randomization method and ethical approval number.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are recent and relevant, with several citations from 2023–2026. Literature coverage is adequate. Minor formatting inconsistencies in some references should be corrected as per journal style.
	

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


	The English language is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and typographical corrections are recommended (e.g., spacing, punctuation consistency, capitalization of section headings).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures (bar charts and histopathology images) should include clearer labeling and scale bars where applicable. Additionally, discussion could briefly compare findings quantitatively with at least one closely related recent study for stronger contextualization.
	


	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? 


	No major ethical issues detected. Animal care guidelines were followed. However, ethical approval number should be explicitly mentioned.
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