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	Optional/General comments


	Major comments

1. There is an inconsistency in the reported sample size. One section mentions the use of 48 animals, whereas the Methods section describes six groups with 10 animals per group (total n = 60). Please clarify and correct the discrepancy.”
2. As metronidazole is not soluble in water, it is sparingly soluble in water. So please specify any vehicle that have been used for the study. If vehicle was used then comparison with vehicle group will strengthen the value of the study.

3. Author stated that spatial memory test was done on 61st day, but have not mentioned about any acclimatization of animals before conducting such behavioural experiments which could create discrepancy in results.

4. Hippocampal damage is also associated with loss of long-standing learning memory that could be evaluated by any other behavioural tests such as Morris water maze. If author include such test, it will enhance the impact of the study.

5. The statistical analysis section requires clarification and minor revision. Specifically, results should be reported as mean ± standard deviation (SD) rather than “mean standard deviation.” Please specify the use of one-way ANOVA and ensure consistent terminology (e.g., “differences among groups” instead of “between groups” for multiple comparisons). Additionally, the justification for using a stringent significance threshold of p < 0.001 should be clarified, or alternatively aligned with conventional thresholds unless strongly warranted.
6. The rationale for selecting p < 0.001 as the threshold for statistical significance is unclear. Please justify the use of this stringent cutoff or revise the analysis to adopt the conventional p < 0.05 criterion.
7. The Methods section states that each group consisted of 10 animals; however, the presented data appear to include only 8 animals per group. The rationale for excluding the remaining animals is not provided. Please clarify whether animals were excluded due to technical issues, mortality, or predefined exclusion criteria, and specify this clearly in the Methods section. Additionally, indicate whether exclusions were determined a priori and whether they were applied consistently across all groups.
8. The graph indicates a statistically significant difference between the group co-administered with Moringa and metronidazole and the metronidazole-treated group; however, no asterisk or other significance symbol is shown to denote this comparison. Please clearly indicate all statistically significant differences using appropriate symbols (e.g., *, **, ***) and define them in the figure legend, including the corresponding p-values and the groups being compared.
9. The graph does not show a statistically significant difference between the group co-treated with Moringa (100 mg/kg) and metronidazole and the metronidazole-treated group; however, a significance symbol is nonetheless indicated. This appears inconsistent with the presented data. Please verify the statistical analysis and either remove the symbol or provide appropriate statistical evidence supporting the indicated significance, ensuring consistency between the data, symbols, and figure legend.

10. The symbols used in the figure are not clearly defined, and their statistical significance is unclear. Please explicitly describe what each symbol represents in the figure legend (e.g., comparisons made, significance levels, corresponding p-values) to ensure clear and unambiguous interpretation of the data.
11. All panels are described as representing the CA1 region; however, the image shown in panel D appears to correspond to a different hippocampal region, leading to an apparent discrepancy. Please verify the anatomical region depicted in panel D and revise the image or its labeling accordingly to ensure consistency across all panels.
12. The figure lacks a scale bar, which is essential for proper interpretation of the images. Please include an appropriate scale bar in all relevant panels and specify its length (e.g., µm) in the figure legend.
13. Histological images are shown without quantitative analysis. Please include relevant quantitative data with statistical evaluation to support the observations.
14. Author stated a strong statement that Moringa ameliorates neurotoxicity without hampering metronidazole’s efficacy, but no such data was present that can affirm the statement.

Minor comments 
1. Several typographical and grammatical errors are present throughout the manuscript (e.g., inconsistent capitalization, spacing, and spelling). Careful language editing is recommended.

2. The abbreviation usage is inconsistent (e.g., MTDZ, MOL). Please standardize abbreviations and define them at first mention.

3. The discussion section occasionally repeats results verbatim. Consider streamlining to focus more on interpretation and comparison with existing literature.
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