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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.


	1) By discussing Commelina diffusa's cardioprotective properties against doxorubicin-induced cardiovascular damage, this publication makes a significant contribution to the scientific community. 

2) Finding natural substances with possible therapeutic advantages is crucial because doxorubicin is used extensively in chemotherapy and is known to cause cardiotoxicity.

3) The results of the study indicate that Commelina diffusa possesses cardioprotective, anti-inflammatory, and antioxidant qualities that may open the door to new adjunct medicines for the treatment of cancer. 

4) Additionally, this research provides important insights into incorporating plant-based therapies into mainstream healthcare for cardiovascular protection by bridging the gap between traditional herbal medicine and contemporary pharmacology.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

  
	  "Mitigation of Doxorubicin-Induced Cardiovascular Damage Using Commelina diffusa          (Dayflower) Extract in Wistar Rats," is a title that accurately describes the primary emphasis of the study and is generally appropriate. It could be improved in a few areas, though, for greater effect and clarity:

Scientific Readability: The botanical term Commelina diffusa is adequate for a scientific audience, thus putting "Dayflower" in parenthesis is not necessary.


	

	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 article's abstract is instructive and provides the primary goals, methods, significant discoveries, and conclusions. Its comprehensiveness, clarity, and conciseness might all be enhanced with a few tweaks. Here are some recommendations I have:

Recommended Extras:
Context and Importance: A succinct explanation of why doxorubicin-induced cardiotoxicity is a significant worry in chemotherapy will improve the study's context.

Details of the Study Design: Clarity would be improved by mentioning the intraperitoneal route of doxorubicin administration and emphasizing that the study was a controlled experimental one.

Statistical Significance: The abstract would be more rigorous if the statistical techniques (such as ANOVA and the post hoc Tukey test) were stated explicitly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A well-organized study with a distinct hypothesis, methods, and findings is presented in the report. However, in order to increase accuracy and reliability, certain scientific issues need to be addressed. My thoughts on its scientific validity are as follows:

Strengths: Pertinent Studies Topic: The study assesses Commelina diffusa, a promising natural therapy, and tackles a significant problem—doxorubicin-induced cardiotoxicity.

Logical Experimental Design: The study's validity is reinforced by the use of a control group and three distinct doses (166, 250, and 500 mg/kg).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally relevant to the study, covering doxorubicin-induced cardiotoxicity, oxidative stress, and the potential cardioprotective effects of Commelina diffusa. However, there are several issues that should be addressed:
1) Absence of Important New Research on Cardioprotection in Damage Caused by Doxorubicin:

2) More recent research on cardioprotective pathways against doxorubicin toxicity (2020–2024) would be beneficial to include in the text.

3) Meta-analyses or systematic reviews on the role of natural antioxidants in cardiotoxicity, for instance, could improve the conversation.

Additional Research on Commelina diffusa Mechanisms


	

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


	Although there is substantial scientific substance in the work, the language quality has to be improved to match the norms of academic communication. The readability and impact may be impacted by a number of grammatical errors, odd phrasing, and unclear sentences. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None noted
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