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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 study determined the mitigation of doxorubicin-induced cardiovascular damage using Commelina diffusa extract in Wistar Rats. This potential action supposed to be mediated by anti-inflammatory and antioxidant mechanisms.
	

	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.


	Yes,  insert the dose of doxorubicin in abstract section
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references recent, Wu et al. (3016) in introduction section is incorrect
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some points should be reconsidered: 
1- The rats were acclimatized for weeks , how many weeks?

2- Negative control: Received  one dose of 50mg/kg doxorubicin, its recommended to rename this group as (Positive control)

3- Whats means H2O only? It’s repeated in all experimental groups.

4- , and reagents as described by.. , in electrolyte determination section reference is missed.
5- CAT (mg/promin) in table 4, I think author means mg protein

6-    MDA (mmol/l) in table 4, mmol/l not appropiat with tissue homogenate used in antioxidant determinations.

7-  K+ (g/L) ,  units should be corrected , mEq/L  
8- Active ingredients of extract should be mentioned in discussion section 

9- REFERENCES should be ordered by names alphabetical order.

10-  Its recommended to review the positions of the black arrow heads by histopathologist.
11- Magnification should be mention on comments of heart section.
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