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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 (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 is very important for the scientific community especially when it is studying things that may affect human beings negatively.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. It is very catchy 
	

	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 was not scientifically reported. How the animals were grouped should be captured in the abstract. How many groups were involved, what doses were given to the treatment groups. Any control group? A summary of the experimental design should appear in the abstract. In fact, the abstract needs to be recast.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, manuscript is scientifically correct, but the abstract, materials and methods, Results and conclusion need to be worked on. Enough work need to be done in Abstract, Materials and Methods and Results. Methods used in analysing all the haematological parameters were not mentioned. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are some references that appeared in text but not in the reference list eg,  AVMA , 2020, National Research Council 2021, Richard 2005. There are some in the Reference List that did not appear in the manuscript eg Duke, 2008. The author was acknowledging Toxicology in more than 5 of the references. Is this Toxicology a textbook or a Journal? 
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It seems there was a missed up in the manuscript. From the Materials and Methods and Results presented, the author was writing serum samples and serum sample is used for biochemical analysis not haematology study. Serum contains no cell and therefore cannot be used to evaluate WBC count, Red blood cell count etc.  The author mentioned that the blood samples used were centrifuged to get serum.  Blood samples use for haematology evaluation are not centrifuge. This needs to be explained. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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