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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.


	This manuscript provides important insights into the potential hepatotoxic effects of long-term marijuana (Cannabis sativa) smoke exposure, a topic that remains underexplored despite the growing global use of cannabis for recreational and medicinal purposes. By evaluating histomorphological changes and organ weight alterations in Wistar rats, this study contributes valuable experimental evidence on how chronic inhalation of cannabis smoke may impact liver structure and function. Understanding these effects is critical, given the liver's central role in metabolizing xenobiotics, including cannabinoids. These findings may help inform public health policies, guide clinical recommendations regarding the safety of chronic cannabis use, and stimulate further research on cannabis-related organ toxicity. Moreover, this study addresses an important gap in toxicological literature, offering foundational data for future investigations into the systemic effects of cannabis smoke exposure.
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