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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 (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.
	The article addresses a relevant topic by investigating the subacute toxic effects of pentazocine on the intestine, contributing to filling gaps on the potential gastrointestinal damage of this drug.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear and appropriate
	

	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.


	Yes, but the authors could include more consistent results by adding values ​​for example
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study addresses an important gap in investigating the gastrointestinal effects of subacute pentazocine administration, especially considering its increasing misuse. Introduction its clear and have strong rationale. the study was approved by the ethics committee. 
The authors report that the LD50 is 175 mg/kg of weight, however in the study they used dosages of 30, 60 and 90 mg/kg but do not explain how they chose these 3 doses, to make this clearer.
in the statistical analysis item it is not clear which post hoc were used.

Changes in oxidative stress parameters of the small intestine - The findings presented in Table 2. It says table 2 when it is table 1, idem in Changes in oxidative stress parameters of the large intestine Table 2 not table 3.

In the histological analysis I suggest indicating with arrows in the image the changes that are described in the text.

Review the references section to confirm that they are all present.

The discussion could be improved by including issues related to the reduction of intestinal microbiota, as it is known that an imbalance in the microbiota can cause significant oxidative stress, as well as changes in enzymes associated with drug metabolism. Discuss this in more detail in your paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Review the references section to confirm that they are all present.


	

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


	I suggest an English review
	

	Optional/General comments


	Dear Editor,

The manuscript addresses a relevant topic by investigating the subacute toxic effects of pentazocine on intestinal tissue, a subject that has not been widely explored in the scientific literature. The experimental methodology is well structured, presenting biochemical and histopathological methods appropriate for the purpose of the study.

The assessment of oxidative stress using markers such as CAT, SOD and MDA strengthens the findings, clearly highlighting mechanisms involved in pentazocine-induced intestinal toxicity. The manuscript presents adequate ethical compliance, which is essential for studies involving animal models.

However, some points require review before publication:

Recommended Major Revisions:

There is a discrepancy between the results described in the text and in the tables, especially related to antioxidant enzymes in the small and large intestine. A careful review is recommended to ensure consistency and accuracy of the data.

The discussion needs to be deepened, establishing clearer connections with recent studies in the literature, especially on the molecular mechanisms involved in the inflammatory process and toxicity induced by pentazocine. It is suggested that the authors expand this section, addressing in more detail the pathophysiological mechanisms observed and comparing them with similar studies in recent literature, which address issues related to changes in the microbiota and enzymes involved in drug metabolism.

The description of the calculation of the doses used is unclear and confusing. The authors should explain in more detail and with greater precision the criteria for choosing the doses, ensuring transparency and ease of reproduction by other researchers.

Review the formatting of the tables and their captions, ensuring clarity regarding the units presented and consistency in the numerical values.

A detailed review of the text is recommended regarding grammar, punctuation and standardization of the scientific terminology used, ensuring editorial quality.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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