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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides evidence-based insight into the effects of intensive bodybuilding on kidney function and acid–base balance, an area with limited data in developing regions. By simultaneously assessing serum urea, creatinine, electrolytes, and the anion gap, the study helps distinguish physiological adaptations from pathological renal dysfunction in resistance-trained individuals. The findings contribute to sports medicine and clinical biochemistry by clarifying that elevated renal markers in bodybuilders may reflect metabolic and muscular adaptations rather than overt kidney disease. This work also underscores the need for routine biochemical monitoring to support safe training practices and early prevention of metabolic or chronic renal disorders.
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	The references in the manuscript are relevant to the topic and cover key literature, but overall they are somewhat limited in number and could be strengthened with more recent and broader studies from the fields of sports medicine, exercise physiology, and renal function in athletes.
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	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and adequate for scholarly communication, as the scientific content is clearly conveyed. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing to improve grammatical accuracy, sentence structure, and academic tone. There are occasional issues with verb tense, article usage, punctuation, and sentence flow, particularly in the Abstract, Introduction, and Discussion sections. These issues do not detract from the scientific merit of the study but should be addressed through careful proofreading or professional language editing to enhance clarity and readability for an international audience.
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