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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 manuscript addresses the important topic of how combined psychological and physiological stressors, specifically acute restraint stress and REM sleep deprivation, affect liver function in female Wistar rats. The study contributes to the growing body of research on the interplay between stress, sleep deprivation, and liver health, which has increasing relevance in today’s fast-paced society where chronic stress and sleep disorders are prevalent. The findings provide valuable experimental evidence showing a synergistic detrimental effect of co-exposure on hepatic function, advancing our understanding of hepatotoxic mechanisms and the role of oxidative stress and inflammatory pathways in liver injury. Such insights can inform future research and clinical strategies aimed at protecting liver health.
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	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate as it clearly conveys the study's focus and methodology.


	

	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 is generally comprehensive, summarizing the study's background, methodology, results, and conclusion effectively. However, I suggest briefly mentioning the key biochemical parameters measured (ALT, AST, ALP, GGT, total protein) to improve clarity and specificity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is well-structured, methods are clearly described, and appropriate statistical analyses are applied. The discussion effectively relates findings to previous research, interpreting the observed biochemical changes in a logical manner.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent, covering key aspects of oxidative stress, sleep deprivation, and hepatic injury. I recommend including one or two additional references from the last two years focusing specifically on co-exposure models in stress research to further strengthen the literature context.
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	Overall, the language is understandable and appropriate for scholarly communication.
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	The figures could be improved for clarity, with error bars and p-values more explicitly marked.
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