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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 as it provides experimental evidence on metronidazole-induced neurotoxicity, an underrecognized adverse effect of a widely prescribed antimicrobial drug. By demonstrating the neuroprotective, antioxidant, and behavioral benefits of Moringa oleifera in a well-established animal model, the study contributes to a better understanding of potential natural adjunct therapies for mitigating drug-induced neurological damage. The integration of behavioral, biochemical, and histomorphological assessments strengthens the mechanistic relevance of the findings. Overall, this work supports further translational research into plant-based interventions for reducing central nervous system toxicity associated with long-term antibiotic use.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the intervention (Moringa oleifera aqueous leaf extract), the toxic agent (metronidazole), the target organ (hippocampal cornu ammonis), and the experimental model (adult Wistar rats). However, it is somewhat lengthy and contains minor grammatical inconsistencies, which could be improved for clarity and scientific precision.

Suggested alternative title (optional):
Neuroprotective Effects of Moringa oleifera Aqueous Leaf Extract Against Metronidazole-Induced Hippocampal Toxicity in Adult Wistar 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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive and covers the background, aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion of the study. However, it would benefit from minor refinements to improve clarity, scientific rigor, and coherence. Specifically, the abstract should clearly state the study hypothesis, briefly mention the mechanistic basis (oxidative stress modulation), and present the key results with consistent statistical reporting. Reducing repetitive statements, correcting grammatical errors, and explicitly highlighting the significance of the findings would further strengthen the abstract and enhance its suitability for scholarly communication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its overall concept, experimental design, and methodological approach. The use of a well-established animal model, appropriate biochemical markers (SOD and MDA), behavioral assessment (Y-maze), and histomorphological analysis supports the validity of the findings. The results are internally consistent and align with existing literature on metronidazole-induced neurotoxicity and the antioxidant properties of Moringa oleifera. However, minor issues related to methodological clarity, statistical description, and language accuracy should be addressed to improve precision and reproducibility, but these do not undermine the scientific correctness of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the content and context of the manuscript, the current reference list appears to cover foundational studies on metronidazole toxicity, oxidative stress biomarkers, and the antioxidant properties of Moringa oleifera. However, to ensure the reference list is sufficient and up to date, it would be beneficial to include a few more recent and relevant studies from the last 3–5 years where available.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are partially suitable for scholarly communication, but substantial revision is required. While the scientific content is understandable, the manuscript contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, inconsistencies in tense and terminology, and typographical mistakes that affect clarity and readability. Improving sentence structure, ensuring consistent scientific terminology, and careful proofreading preferably by a professional language editor or a fluent academic writer would significantly enhance the manuscript’s suitability for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Yes. The manuscript has ethical issues, mainly the absence of a clear animal ethics approval statement, insufficient reporting of animal welfare and euthanasia procedures, and inconsistencies in animal numbers, all of which fall short of standard ethical guidelines for animal research.
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