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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 study provides novel evidence on the synergistic protective effects of Vitamin C and activated charcoal against paraquat-induced lung histotoxicity, a combination that has not been extensively explored in previous research.

 The findings contribute to a better understanding of the time-dependent progression of paraquat-induced lung damage and how therapeutic efficacy changes with prolonged exposure.

 The results offer a scientific basis for the development of low-cost, accessible intervention strategies for paraquat poisoning, particularly in developing countries where paraquat use remains widespread and poorly regulated.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured, covering the aims, methodology, results, and conclusion with few modifications.

 The aims section could be condensed to reduce repetition and improve clarity.

 The results section could be streamlined by summarizing clinical signs rather than listing them in detail, while emphasizing the comparative improvement seen in the treated group.

 A brief mention of the histopathological assessment method and time-dependent analysis would strengthen the methodology description.

 The conclusion could be sharpened.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and adequate for scholarly communication, but they require moderate revision to meet the standards of an international scientific journal.

There are frequent grammatical errors, spelling mistakes (e.g., “histopathologiclly,” “odema,” “alveola”), and inconsistent capitalization that affect readability.

Some sentences are overly long or repetitive.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1-Inclusion of quantitative histological scoring and statistical analysis would greatly enhance the strength and reproducibility of the findings.
2-The intruction is long and has repiptitive sentencese.

3-The discussion section could be more in-depth
4- Why was a 28-dayes duration selected for conduction the experiment?

5- Why was there no group treated with vit. c alone or charcoal alone?

The manuscript presents a relevant and timely study on the protective effects of Vitamin C and activated charcoal against paraquat toxicity. The study is well-structured, with clear objectives, methodology, and ethical approval. The experimental design is appropriate, and the results are supported by histopathological evidence. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and suitable for publication after minor revisions.

However, some areas require minor revisions before publication:

1. Language and grammar need polishing for clarity and readability.

2. The discussion section could be expanded to compare findings with more recent studies.

3. The abstract should briefly mention all key results, including mortality and histopathological findings.
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