
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Medicine and Health Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOMAHR_14586

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	CHANGES IN LIPID PROFILE LEVELS AND OXIDATIVE STRESS BIOMARKERS IN  CDCL2-POISONED FEMALE WISTAR RATS TREATED WITH AZANZA GARCKEANA  FRUIT EXTRACT

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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 area of biomedical research, focusing on oxidative stress and lipid profile alterations induced by cadmium toxicity. The exploration of Azanza garckeana as a potential therapeutic agent is relevant, especially considering the increasing interest in plant-based interventions. The study contributes to existing knowledge on natural antioxidants and hypolipidemic agents. It may have implications for future pharmacological and nutraceutical developments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but can be improved for clarity and grammar.
“Effects of Azanza garckeana Fruit Extract on Lipid Profile and Oxidative Stress Biomarkers in CdCl₂-Induced Toxicity in Female Wistar Rats”
	

	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.


	Remove grammatical errors and repetition
Rewrite in structured format (Background–Methods–Results–Conclusion).
	

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

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

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


	NIL
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Tables are informative but formatting needs improvement

2.  Statistical annotations (a, b, c, etc.) are unclear.
3. Units and abbreviations should be standardized

4.  Discussion section repeats results instead of deeper interpretation

This is a good study with potential, but it currently looks unpolished rather than weak. After proper revision, it can become publishable.
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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)
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