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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.


	Cyanide is an extremely toxic substance. Exposure to sodium cyanide causes serious health effects and can be fatal, as several studies have shown. The study of the toxicity of sodium cyanide on the kidneys and biochemical parameters of the vitreous body of rabbits developed during this work provides crucial data for a better understanding of human exposure to this cyanide. The kidney function test highlighted in this study offers a method for differentiating between causes of death due to intentional or unintentional sodium cyanide poisoning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate.
	

	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 author should add an introductory sentence at the beginning of the abstract to provide context for the study”. This study was designed to investigate renal toxicity of chronic sodium cyanide exposure using vitreous humor of rabbits. The rabbits were grouped into three (control, disguised and test) and the study lasted for twenty-four hours. The following renal function parameters were investigated; electrolytes (Na+, K+, Cl- and Ca2+), urea, creatinine and Kidney InjuryMolecule-1(KIM-1). Data were expressed as mean ± Standard Deviation.  Renal function parameters were assessed over 24 hours in rabbits: Group 1 (Test group) received a lethal sodium cyanide dose (1mg/kg), Group 2 received it post-sacrifice (disguised death group), and Group 3 was sacrificed without administration (control group). Statistical differences between groups were computed using Graph pad prism 7.0 version.  Results were analyzed using analysis of variance (ANOVA) and significance between groups was taken at p< 0.05. “The author should add here some key results from these different parameters”. The result showed significant (p< 0.05) increase in concentration of electrolytes (Na+, K+, Cl-), urea, creatinine and Kidney InjuryMolecule-1(KIM-1) in test group compared to control and disguised group. However, there was no significant (p>0.05) difference in renal parameters between disguised and control group. It can be concluded that sodium cyanide is a potential poison with high toxicity effect on kidney and biochemical parameters in the vitreous humor of rabbits including, renal function test could be used in death differentiation due to sodium cyanide poisoning.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, with a few adjustments to be made.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Suggestions of additional references (Complete the number of references in the introduction and discussion with this list): https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2020.110235 ; https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC1008061/pdf/brjindmed00087-0035.pdf; DOI: 10.4172/2161-0681.1000199; https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forsciint.2018.12.007; http://dx.doi.org/10.18231/j.ijfmts.2020.029; https://doi.org/10.1080/00450618.2021.1901989; Jason D. Downey, Kelly A. Basi, Margaret R. DeFreytas, and Gary A. Rockwood (CHAPTER 2 Chronic cyanide exposure : Case studies and animal models, In : Toxicology of Cyanides and Cyanogens: Experimental, Applied and Clinical Aspects, First Edition).

	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the “STUDY DESIGN” section, start with group 3, then group 2, and finish with group 1.

2. In the “LABORATORY ANIMALS” section, specify whether there are twelve (12) rabbits per group or for all three groups (specify the number per group).

3. Provide a brief interpretation of the variations in the averages of these different parameters, which are recorded in these tables in the results section. 
4. Indicate below these tables the meaning of SD (SD: Standard Deviation). 
5. The author must read the text thoroughly, from the summary to the conclusion, in order to insert punctuation marks (e.g., abstract, In the “STUDY DESIGN-Group 3).
6. In Table 1, please standardize the font (“Parameters”).
7. Provide at least one figure illustrating the mean values (+SD) for a few depending on the groups.

8. The author must cite a few bibliographical references regarding the methodology and indicate whether or not it is an adaptation (e.g., method X was inspired by.......; The rabbits were arranged into three groups with four rabbits in each of the group and the study lasted for twenty-four hours (reference or suitable references))
9. Where is the conclusion section?
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