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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	The study explores the potential of herbal drink, Jigsimur to ameliorate paraquat-induced nephrotoxicity in rat models,  with significant results.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The authors may consider: AMELIORATIVE EFFECTS OF A HERBAL DRINK, JIGSIMUR ON PARAQUAT-INDUCED NEPHROTOXICITY IN WISTAR RATS 
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
1.Discuss 3.2 results in Group E. Is a higher dose of Jigsimur ineffective in reduction of uric acid levels? How do you compare with 3.3 results?
2.A hyphen in the word reno-ameliorative is advisable. (Abstract and key words) 
3.Aloe ferox must be italicized throughout the manuscript.
4. In Discussion: These results are consistent with known mechanisms of paraquat toxicity—which involve ROS generation through mitochondrial redox cycling and overwhelming of endogenous antioxidants (incorrect), may be rephrased as depletion of antioxidants or ‘imbalance between oxidants and antioxidants’ .

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	     
Yes
	

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

	
1. Typographic errors like approved in Methodology section 2.2 to be corrected. The authors are advised to revisit the manuscript for similar errors.
2. In Introduction section, Loots, et al., van der Westhuizen & Botes, 2007
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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