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	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 manuscript addresses an important toxicological concern related to the traditional medicinal use of Nicotiana tabacum. By evaluating hepato-renal and neurotoxic effects through biochemical, oxidative stress, and histopathological parameters, the study provides comprehensive experimental evidence of potential systemic toxicity. The findings are relevant to toxicologists, pharmacologists, and public health researchers, particularly in regions where herbal preparations are widely consumed. The study contributes to scientific awareness regarding the safety and regulation of plant-based remedies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title reflects the content of the study. However, minor grammatical correction is recommended.

Suggested alternative title:
Nicotiana tabacum Aqueous Leaf Extract Induces Hepato-renal and Neurotoxicity in 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 clearly states the objective, methodology, and major findings. However, minor grammatical revisions are needed for clarity. The authors may also briefly emphasize the toxicological significance and concluding implication of the findings to improve impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the experimental design is appropriate for assessing hepato-renal and neurotoxicity. The biochemical assays, oxidative stress markers, and histopathological evaluations are relevant and support the study objectives. Clarification on dose justification, number of animals sacrificed per time point, and ethical approval details would further strengthen scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient and include recent literature. Some references require minor formatting corrections. Inclusion of additional international guidelines or reviews related to herbal toxicity and safety assessment could further enhance the discussion.
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires moderate revision. Several grammatical errors, spelling mistakes, and sentence structure issues are present. Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables should be carefully checked for labeling consistency and clarity.

Some repetition between Results and Discussion sections should be minimized.

The manuscript would benefit from improved organization and concise presentation of results.
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