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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 provides valuable data regarding the hepatoprotective effect of honey and activated carbon in inhibiting acetaminophen-induced liver damage in albino rats. The manuscript contributes to the growing literature on nature-based and inexpensive interventions for the treatment of drug-induced liver injury, a significant clinical issue. The findings of the research on honey and activated carbon synergistic effects offer a cost-effective and readily available curative remedy, and the findings may encourage additional research on their viability for use in clinic. The study is particularly relevant for the development of alternative or supplement to conventional antidotes like N-acetylcysteine for acetaminophen overdose.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, is mostly descriptive and explicit and conveys the focus of the study on liver function, acetaminophen-caused hepatotoxicity, and on treatments given.
Proposed Alternative Title: Synergistic Hepatoprotective Effects of Activated Carbon and Honey in Acetaminophen-Induced Hepatotoxicity in Albino 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 is largely complete, communicating the study's purpose, methodology, significant findings, and conclusion. It manages to highlight the significant changes of liver biomarkers (AST, ALT, ALP, GGT, and total bilirubin) and the potential of the treatments as hepatoprotective.
SUGGESTIONS: 
Add a sentence to briefly summarize the mechanisms (e.g., "Activated carbon likely reduces acetaminophen absorption, and honey activates hepatocyte regeneration.")

Add the treatment duration (e.g., "treated for 14 days").

Condense the list of biomarkers into a brief statement like, "Treated groups showed significant reductions in liver enzymes (ALT, ALP, GGT) and total bilirubin."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically feasible, with a sound experimental design and appropriate statistical analysis (One-Way ANOVA with Tukey's post-hoc test). The study methodology, e.g., the use of albino rats, acetaminophen dose (270 mg/kg), and biomarker assays, adheres to standard protocols for hepatotoxicity research. Discussion appropriately interprets the data in terms of acetaminophen metabolism (e.g., production of NAPQI and depletion of glutathione) and makes appropriate reference to relevant literature to support claims.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient, covering significant issues of acetaminophen hepatotoxicity, activated carbon treatment for decontamination, and hepatoprotectant nature of honey. The references have an assortment of older studies (e.g., Reitman and Frankel, 1957) and more recent articles (e.g., Zellner et al., 2019; Chiew et al., 2018). That said, a few are somewhat dated (e.g., 2010–2016 for mechanisms of acetaminophen toxicity), and the paper could be enhanced with inclusion of some recent studies (post-2020) to illustrate the latest results in hepatotoxicity research or natural hepatoprotective substances.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear and suitable for scholarly communication with adequate scientific terminology and structure. There are certain minor problems with grammar, clarity, and consistency that can be sorted out:
Suggestions:

Check for typographical errors and normalize nomenclature (e.g., always use "alkaline phosphatase" and "gamma-glutamyl transferase").

Shorten overly wordy sentences, especially in the introduction and abstract.

Substitute "scientifically significant" with "statistically significant."
	

	Optional/General comments


	The findings of the research on synergistic effect of honey and activated carbon are a highlight and can be emphasized further in the abstract and conclusion.

Incorporating a figure or chart of alterations in liver biomarkers (e.g., a bar graph contrasting AST, ALT, ALP, GGT, and bilirubin between groups) would make the paper clearer and more effective. Would you like me to generate such a graph from Tables 1 and 2?

Discussion would be enriched with a short comment on potential limitations, i.e., how generally applicable findings obtained in rats are to humans or how research will be needed to substantiate the effectiveness of honey and activated carbon.

Adding a section for practical implications, e.g., ways the findings might be applied to practices in the clinic or studying natural hepatoprotective agents in the future, would be helpful.
Generally, the manuscript is a good piece to the field, possessing good scientific merit and usability. With minor revisions to improve clarity, conciseness, and currency of references, it could be even better.
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