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	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 study provides valuable safety data on Exapar Premix, a polyherbal uterine cleanser, using the OECD-423 acute oral toxicity model. The findings indicate that the formulation is non-toxic up to 2000 mg/kg, with no adverse clinical, biochemical, or histopathological effects. These results offer a scientific basis for the safe veterinary use of herbal uterine formulations and support further studies on their therapeutic potential.
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	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.


	1. Six adult female Wistar rats (weighing 108–123 g) were administered a single oral dose of Exapar Premix at 300 mg/kg and 2000 mg/kg body weight. However, in the Results section, only the data for the 2000 mg/kg dose are presented, while the findings for the 300 mg/kg group are missing (except table 4). It would be better to include and discuss the 300 mg/kg results as well. Additionally, the inclusion of a control group in the conclusion would strengthen the comparison.

2.  In Table 1, some studies appear to have been performed using only a single animal, which is not acceptable for scientific validity. A minimum of n = 3 animals should be included to ensure reproducibility and statistical reliability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Only one treatment group is mentioned in the article, making it unclear how comparisons were made between the treated and control groups. The inclusion and proper description of a control group are essential for meaningful interpretation of the results. In addition, the histological figures provided are not satisfactory; they lack sufficient clarity and detail to support the conclusions drawn from the study.
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	Some references are too old (16, 17). It would be advisable to replace the outdated references with more recent and relevant studies to strengthen the scientific basis and credibility of the manuscript.
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