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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 explores the potential protective effects of coconut water against lead-induced hepatotoxicity and nephrotoxicity in Wistar rats. The topic is relevant given the global burden of heavy metal toxicity and the interest in natural detoxifying agents. However, the study in its current form has significant weaknesses in experimental design, data presentation, writing clarity, and scientific rigor. Major revision is required before the work can be considered for publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is descriptive but grammatically inconsistent. Suggested revision:
“Lead-Induced Kidney and Liver Toxicity in Adult Wistar Rats: Evaluating the Role of Coconut Water”.
	

	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 phrase “coconut water at the quantity utilised did not mitigate…” should be supported by specific data (dose insufficiency should be discussed).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The introduction is too long and repetitive, particularly in the first two paragraphs about coconut water composition. These sections can be condensed.

2. The rationale for the study should be clearer:

· Why coconut water was hypothesized to have protective effects.

· What scientific gap this study fills.

· How it differs from previous studies that reported protective effects.

3. A short paragraph at the end should explicitly state the objective and hypothesis (e.g., “This study aimed to evaluate whether coconut water mitigates lead-induced hepatic and renal histopathological alterations in rats.”).· 

4. Clarify the dose units (lead acetate “2 mg/kg” or “2 mL/kg”?). These are inconsistent in the text.

5. Indicate the route of administration (oral, intraperitoneal, etc.).

6. The experimental design table is not properly formatted and unclear; group descriptions and sample sizes should be clearly labeled.

7. The results section is almost entirely descriptive, with no quantitative data or statistical analysis.

8. Figures are referenced as “Plate 1–9,” but no clear figure legends, labels, or magnifications are shown. These need to be standardized and included in the main manuscript.

9. The main conclusion (“coconut water did not reverse toxicity”) is not convincingly demonstrated without quantifiable evidence.

10. The discussion is excessively long and unfocused, repeating entire literature sections rather than critically analyzing the study’s findings.

11. The discussion should also mention limitations; small sample size, lack of biochemical or oxidative stress markers, and short duration. 

12. Please follow the journal style in writing references.

13. Please mention the animal ethics approval number.

14. Please add title for table 1.

15. Please number your sections ans subsections in order.

16. Please revise the term, “Reference” to “References”.

17. Use consistent terminology (“liver and kidney,” not “kidney and livers”).

18. Correct grammatical and typographical errors throughout (e.g., “did not reserve effect” → “did not reverse the effect”).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, Many references are outdated (some over a decade old), include recent literature (2020–2024) on lead toxicity and natural antioxidants.
	

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


	no
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	no
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