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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 highlights the potential of Cucurbita pepo (pumpkin) seed extract in protecting the liver and kidneys from damage caused by pregabalin, a drug commonly used for nerve-related conditions. As pregabalin use becomes more widespread, concerns about its long-term side effects on vital organs are growing. The findings offer an important step toward exploring safe, plant-based options to reduce such risks. This research adds to existing knowledge on the health benefits of pumpkin seeds and encourages further studies to support their use alongside conventional medications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current study title is clea, relevant & descriptive. However, I’d prefer to emphasize the use of an animal model & dose dependency. For example, Dose-Dependent Hepatorenal Protective Effects of Cucurbita pepo Seed Extract Against Pregabalin-Induced Toxicity in a rat model.
	

	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.


	Generally, the abstract is comprehensive as it includes all the essential components: objectives, method, results & conclusion. However, it should include a clear statement of statistical significance by mentioning the p-values for the pararementers measured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The objectives are clear. The study design is appropriate for toxicological evaluation with the use of control group, negative control, treatment-only group & co-treatment group in different doses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, many sources were published between 2018 and 2024.
	

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


	No. Advise to send for English language editing. Example: “One 1,910g, or two kilogramme, weighing machine measured powdered seeds.” This sentence is confusing and should be rephrased for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Generally, the findings are novel and contribute to the growing interest in plant-based protective agent. The demonstration of a dose-dependent protective effect at 500 mg/kg, but not at 1000 mg/kg, adds an important perspective on the careful consideration of dosing in phytotherapeutics. But, it requires moderate revision for clarity and language.
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