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	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.


	The manuscript deals with a salient and understudied public health issue: the pulmonary consequences of long-term exposure to commercial air fresheners. While it is intuitive to associate with indoor air pollution to various respiratory diseases, this study contributes by examining molecular and histopathological treatments in an animal model. It emphasizes the pro-inflammatory activity of VOCs and advocate stronger regulations on household aerosol products. These findings may spur additional studies on human health consequences related to long-term use of air fresheners.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is broadly appropriate but could be improved for clarity.
	

	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.


	All the important sections are well written in abstract. But it fails to provide crucial testing specifics such as the form and dose of the exposure to the air fresheners. 'Air the fresheners' is a typo so please correct. To be even stronger, the abstract would benefit by mentioning more regarding histological results as well as the absence of sex differences.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and well-written, using sound methodology and references. But crucial methodological details are omitted – in particular the concentration of air freshener exposure, environmental control (volume/ventilation) and validation of its chemical content. The histopathological examination, although described, does not include semi-quantitative grading. Information about ELISA method (kits used, lower and upper limits, CVs) is also lacking. These deficiencies restrict reproducibility and weaken causal inference. In general, it does require some more work to come up to the standard for publication.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are fairly comprehensive and include several recent and relevant studies from 2018–2023. However, a few important mechanistic toxicology papers on inhalational VOC exposure and air freshener-induced lung injury could be added to strengthen the discussion. Also, one commercial source (Purpose Planet, 2023) should ideally be replaced by a peer-reviewed reference.

Suggested additions:
1. Wolkoff P. “Indoor air pollutants in office environments: Assessment of comfort, health, and performance.” Int J Hyg Environ Health. 2013;216(4):371–394.

2. EPA Report on Indoor Air Quality & VOCs (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency).


	

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


	There are many errors and typos in the manuscript, including use of p-value format inconsistently and inconsistencies in the terminology used. The scientific content is comprehensible, however the language needs to be polished by a native English speaker to satisfy the academic code.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Please describe your exposure (type of air freshener, volume, frequency, duration per day).

2. Report the qualitative results with a quantitative histological scoring or a blinded evaluation.

3. The specifics of the ELISA procedure should be indicated (manufacturer, sensitivity of the assay, control standards).

4. Make all image plates have scale bars and uniform designations.
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