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	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 an original experimental work that has clinical relevance on the dangers of Cyanide exposure to the Heart in rabbits. The importance is to show the pathological damage such exposure does to the organ of interest. It can be extrapolated to infer how damaging such exposure of the agent could be to human subjects.
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Evaluation of Cardiovascular impact of Sodium Cyanide Exposure in Rabbits
	

	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 at satisfactory level. The precise result should be stated and the definite p value of significance stated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The structure and methodology are scientifically correct even though the study aim and objectives were not categorically stated. Also, the conclusions in alignment to the presupposed aim and objectives were not clearly stated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are adequate but not recent. The only recent reference cited was 2020. All others were 2011 and below.
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	Satisfactory with very few corrections in grammatical tenses.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Abubakar Danraka, Nigeria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


