
Review Form 3
	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_144653

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of the Co-Exposure of Acute Restraint Stress and Rapid Eye Movement (REM) Sleep Deprivation on renal inflammation in Female Wistar Rats

	Type of the Article
	




[bookmark: _Hlk171324449][bookmark: _Hlk170903434]
	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 explores the combined effects of acute restraint stress and REM sleep deprivation on renal inflammation in female Wistar rats. Both stress and sleep loss are highly prevalent in daily life and established contributors to renal dysfunction, but their combined impact is rarely studied. By examining biochemical markers of oxidative stress and inflammation, this study helps to bridge a gap in nephrology and stress physiology research. The findings may offer useful insights into mechanisms underlying stress-related kidney disorders.
	

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

	The current title is informative but slightly long. A more concise version would be:
“Combined Effects of Acute Restraint Stress and REM Sleep Deprivation on Renal Inflammation in Female 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.

	The abstract provides background, methods, and key findings. However, it is somewhat wordy. It would benefit from including specific quantitative outcomes (e.g., percentage changes or p-values) for clarity. The conclusion should highlight broader implications rather than only restating results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design and methodology are appropriate, and the statistical approach (ANOVA with post-hoc tests) is valid. The use of female Wistar rats and established biochemical markers (NO, MPO, TNF-α, IL-6) is sound. However, the stress duration (30 minutes per day) may be too mild to elicit stronger differences, which should be acknowledged. Figures and legends require more detail, especially regarding error bars and exact significance values.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, most references are recent (2021–2025). However, some SSRN preprints should be replaced with peer-reviewed journal articles. Reference formatting is inconsistent and should be standardized. Adding a few older seminal references on stress-induced renal changes would strengthen the introduction.
	

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

	The English is generally understandable, but editing is required. Several sentences are too long and complex, especially in the introduction and discussion. Polishing the language will improve readability and scholarly presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This study addresses an underexplored research question and has merit. Its strength lies in evaluating combined exposures rather than single factors. To enhance impact, the authors should improve language clarity, shorten the discussion by reducing repetition, and refine figure legends. 

Rationale:
· The study addresses an important and underexplored topic (combined effects of stress and REM sleep deprivation on renal inflammation).
· The experimental design is valid, and the biochemical assays are appropriate.
· However, the manuscript requires substantial improvements:
· Language editing for clarity and conciseness.
· Figures and legends need more detail.
· Abstract and discussion should be more precise and less repetitive.
· Reference formatting needs standardization.
With these corrections, the manuscript could make a valuable contribution.

	




	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 
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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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