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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.


	This manuscript presents a review of the potential therapeutic applications of snake venom components in the treatment of cardiovascular diseases. The subject is of high relevance and interest, especially given the emerging role of natural compounds in drug discovery. However, the manuscript in its current form requires substantial improvement in structure, scientific depth, and referencing to be suitable for publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title broadly reflects the theme of the manuscript. However, it lacks clarity, precision, and scientific tone typical of review articles in biomedical journals. I am suggesting this title “Snake venom components as emerging therapeutic agents for cardiovascular diseases”
	

	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 abstract introduces the topic well and outlines the therapeutic relevance of snake venom in cardiovascular disease. However, it spends a disproportionate amount of space on general envenomation pathology rather than focusing on the therapeutic aspects, which is the primary theme of the review. The authors are encouraged to streamline the background, include specific venom-derived compound classes relevant to cardiovascular mechanisms, and clearly state the objective, scope, and major observation of the review. Enhancing clarity and focus will make the abstract more aligned with the manuscript’s purpose.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references sufficient. The website references must be re-checked. Like, the reference Database (2023), I think it should be Snake Database (2023). Access date should be provided when referring a website.
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Laskar, Y. B., Dey, S., Choudhury, D., Yadav, R., Nath, T., Banik, S., Das, M., Barbhuiya, S., Nath, B., Barbhuiya, T. S., Laskar, H. K., & Chakraborty, R. (2025). Venom’s Edge: Balancing Peril and Promise in Snake Venom Biology. UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY, 46(7), 1–18. https://doi.org/10.56557/upjoz/2025/v46i74858 
	

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


	Yes. However, there are so many grammar and punctuation error/mistakes that must be corrected. Free-version of Grammarly Software may be used to correct at least 96 errors. This will improve the clarity & readability of the paper.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some additional revisions:

1. Table 1, All scientific name should be italicised.
2. There are too many out-dated references, even 25-45 years old, these should be replaced with recent references.

3. A figure showing the chemical structures of the snake venom derived drugs mentioned in Table 1 may be added.
4. Section numbering is inappropriate and unclear, needs revision.

5. Section 2.3, the information shown in Table 1 should be described in-text under section 2.3 

6. One more section may be added on the “Toxicological safety/Side-effects of these venom-derived drugs/compounds” with proper references from recent studies. 
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