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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.


	The study explores the nephroprotective effect of Capparis spinosa leaves in two well-established toxicity models (streptomycin and CCl₄). This topic is relevant because plant-based nephroprotective agents are of growing scientific interest.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Needs correction for spelling and clarity. Suggested:
“Nephroprotective Effects of Capparis spinosa L. Leaves Against Streptomycin- and CCl₄-Induced Renal Injury in 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.


	Contains errors (e.g., “Piper nigrum”), unclear sentences, and lacks structure. Needs rewriting for clarity and accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The models and parameters are appropriate, and results support nephroprotective activity. However, several method sections contain mistakes (gentamicin mentioned, inconsistent extract name), statistical details are limited, and some data tables need correction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not all references are relevant; some relate to different plants. More recent studies on Capparis spinosa should be added.
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	Requires major grammar and clarity improvement. Repeated plant-name errors must be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important topic and presents useful data supporting the nephroprotective effects of Capparis spinosa leaves. However, the manuscript contains several typographical mistakes, inconsistencies in plant name, and some unclear methodological descriptions. Improving the language, correcting errors, and reorganizing certain sections will greatly enhance clarity and scientific quality. The findings are promising, but the manuscript requires careful revision before it is suitable for publication.
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