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	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.


	This manuscript is important from a scientific point of view, as it opens up prospects for finding medically safe therapeutic alternatives with fewer side effects for humans.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	suitable
	

	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 fairly good and sufficient, but it needs more clarification regarding the gender of the rats. Because the researcher says "adult and non-pregnant," does it mean two categories: males and females, or adult non-pregnant females? Also, how old are they (how many weeks)? There are also some scientific abbreviations that should be written in full, in addition to stating the place of work in any country or province.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript needs more recent refrences.
	

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


	 The English language quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The researcher did not mention whether the rats were divided into categories, as well as whether control samples were isolated in the work methods. 

There are also many scientific abbreviations. The researcher did not mention what they mean, especially under the pictures and tables.

The conclusion needs to add some ideas that the researcher arrived at, both from a physiological and histological perspective.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	


Reviewer Details:

Sura hameed Nayyef, Tikrit university, Iraq
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

