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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 study investigates the effective role of apple cider vinegar in reducing pancreatic islet degeneration and hyperglycemia in letrozole-induced PCOS in Wistar rats. Histological analysis were preformed to state a comparison among pancreatic architecture in normal control rats, PCOS rats which exhibited significant islet necrosis and fibrosis and apple cider vinegar - treated PCOS rats which showed significant histological improvement with reduced necrosis and fibrosis compared to PCOS rats. 

This paper is highly interesting; ACV contain active compounds such as acetic acid, flavonoids, polyphenols, and organic acids, which have been associated with hypoglycemic, lipid-lowering, anti-inflammatory, and antioxidant effects. These properties suggested that ACV might offer dual benefits in addressing both the metabolic and reproductive abnormalities associated with PCOS. This may be able to reduce reliance on synthetic medication and avoid their possible side effects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the article title is suitable 
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive as it includes the study aims, design, place, duration, methodology, results and conclusion.

 There is a mistake in the sentence “ Specifically, post-treatment FBG in the ACV group was significantly than in the PCOS control group, with. “ . I suggest the addition of the words  “lower” before the word “ than” and deletion of the word “with” to complete the targeted meaning.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct to some extent but unfortunately there is an error in the interpretation of the results ..this error is described in details in the general comments  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and most of them are recent but there is a source cited in the manuscript text and is missing from the reference list which is (Agbor et al., 2015), (Ding et al., 2016).
	

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


	Yes, the language is excellent but there a problem with the punctuation marks (comma and semi colon).

For example, 

1- At the histological observation of the results section:

-In “ increased connective tissue, vacuolation, vascular congestion,” 

 comma between “connective tissue” and “vacuolation” should be deleted to illustrate that the vacuolation is the connective tissue vacuolation.

2- At the end of the discussion section:

-In A (Acinus); BV (Blood vessels), BS (Basophilic cells), AC (Acidophilic cells), CM (Chromophilis); Arrow (focal). 

the semicolon between “chromophilis” and “arrow” should be replaced by comma for accuracy.

	

	Optional/General comments


	1- Introduction: The introduction is adequate, but too long.
2-  Materials and Methods

    2.1: please, add ethical approval number.
    2.3: Animal housing needs to be more detailed.

    2.4: please, add “received normal feed” for three groups.

3- Concerning the Discussion section, 

A-  the sentence” These findings align with prior research highlighting ACV’s antioxidant, anti-inflammatory, and metabolic benefits“, should be cited by a reference 

B-it was reported that “following ACV-treatment, the rats exhibited a significant reduction in blood glucose levels compared to untreated PCOS rats” and this information was contradicted by table 1. 

4-For the results of fasting blood level section,
A- it was stated that during induction, all groups showed an increase in blood glucose levels while the outcomes of table 1 showed a decrease in blood glucose levels during induction for the PCOS control group.

B- it was stated also that after induction, the treatment group (letrozole + ACV) demonstrated a significant reduction in blood glucose levels compared to the PCOS group while the results of table 1 showed that after induction and full treatment blood glucose levels of the treated group were higher than those of the two control groups. 

5-Regarding figure 1, the figure legend states that (A) represents normal pancreatic architecture in the control group, (B) represents pancreatic tissue from the PCOS control group, and (C) represents pancreatic sections from the letrozole + ACV–treated group. However, in the figure itself, all three pancreatic images are labeled with the same letter (A), which creates inconsistency between the figure and its legend.
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