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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.


	The manuscript titled ‘Ameliorative Effects of Ethanol Leaf Extract of Annona Muricata on The Renal Function of N-nitroso-N-Methylurea (NMU)- Induced prostate cancer in Albino Rats’ is scientifically relevant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is suitable
	

	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 should be re-written to improve clarity as there are several ambiguous descriptions that are not required
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The aim of the study was not clearly outlined

· The introduction is long and contains certain diagrams that do not pertain to the relevance of the topic and discussion. E.g. the image of the kidney was not necessary, neither was the picture of the plant used in the form it was presented.
· Plant authentication details are not presented

· Why did the authors choose the methanolic extract for the study?

· The authors made reference to an acute toxicity study in the abstract, however, there was no mention of this procedure in the methodology 

· How was dosage determined for treated groups?

· Authors should desist from using initials without giving full description of words in the first instance 

· How was prostate cancer determined in all induced groups before treatment commenced?

· The result segment should include texts that briefly describe the results obtained before including call outs to the figures

· The appended micrographs are not so clear

· The discussion does not explore the mechanistic function of the extract


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are outdated as a large percentage are older than 10 years. There are also missing references. For example, Dakori et al. (b) was cited in text, but Dakori et al. (a) is missing


	

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


	There are several grammatical errors in the manuscript.  It would benefit from being revised by an English-speaking native


	

	Optional/General comments


	Authors should apply uniformity when referring to the plant.
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