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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.


	It offers vital information about the safety profile of Physalis angulata fruit extracts, especially with regard to liver and kidney function, this manuscript is significant to the scientific community. Considering how commonly this herb has been used historically to treat inflammation and infections, a toxicological analysis is necessary to confirm its therapeutic uses. According to the study's findings, Physalis angulata is generally harmless, although greater dosages may have an effect on kidney function, as evidenced by elevated creatinine levels. This study adds to the expanding corpus of research on medicinal plants, highlighting the need of proper dosage and promoting the evidence-based incorporation of conventional treatments into contemporary healthcare.

· Note: Check space gaps, plant name errors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 phrase "safe and non-toxic" should be modified to acknowledge potential kidney concerns at high doses.

Repetitive wording in the methodology section can be streamlined for better readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, as it follows a structured experimental approach, including a well-defined study design, appropriate controls, and relevant biochemical assessments. The use of Wistar rats, dose selection, and duration of treatment are reasonable for evaluating the potential toxicity of Physalis angulata fruit extract. Additionally, the statistical analysis of liver and kidney function markers strengthens the validity of the findings. However, the conclusion should be refined to acknowledge the observed increase in creatinine at higher doses, which suggests potential renal effects. Overall, the study provides valuable data on the safety of Physalis angulata but would benefit from a cautious interpretation of its findings.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Good. But little modifications are there
English professioncy required

	

	Optional/General comments


	· Improve the conclusion points.
· Mention DOI for references if possible.

· Procurement of animals from which source is missing
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	You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.

Mafuyai CE, Luka CD, Jiyil MK, Okon . Antidiabetic Activity of Physalis angulata in Streptozotocin Induced Diabetic Wistar Albino Rats. J. Adv. Biol. Biotechnol. [Internet]. 2020 Dec. 31 [cited 2025 Feb. 4];23(11):33-4. Available from: https://journaljabb.com/index.php/JABB/article/view/496
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