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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.


	This manuscript presents valuable insight in the area of the nephrotoxic effects of sodium cyanide, which is an environmental and industrial toxic substance , The study fills a significant gap and outcomes offer significant additions.
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	The title is suitable and reflective
	

	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.


	Results in the abstract has to present statistical significance of findings by including p-values or phrases  as statistically significant 

the implications of these findings would fortify conclusion of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some areas need more details especially in the statistical analysis section and the discussion of histological findings. In discussion section the results should be more critically discussed, comparing them with prior literature. The conclusion section should be related more to the data presented.
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	many of them are not recent. Only a few from the last 5 years were included. 
	

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


	There are many grammatical errors and weak linguistic constructions,  
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	The manuscript is generally good but need some amendments,  specifically  : Careful language improvements, stronger statistical presentation, more critical discussion relating the study to literature, fortification of the reference list with recent sources
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