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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 review is crucial for the scientific community as it elucidates the pathological cascade linking arsenic exposure to dopaminergic neurodegeneration in the substantia nigra. Understanding these mechanisms enhances our knowledge of environmental neurotoxins in Parkinson’s disease etiology, aiding in risk assessment, early diagnosis and potential therapeutic interventions against neurodegenerative disorders.
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	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-structured and comprehensive. However, adding the epidemiological relevance of arsenic exposure and briefly mentioning potential protective strategies could enhance its impact. Clarifying how arsenic influences Parkinson’s disease onset versus progression may also improve specificity and clinical relevance.
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	ADD FEW MORE REFERENCES IF POSSIBLE AFTER YEAR 2022.
	

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


	Many instances of awkward sentence structures and minor grammatical issues that could be revised for clarity. For instance, some sentences are overly long and may confuse the reader. Breaking them down into shorter sentences would improve readability.
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