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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 presents a comparative evaluation of the cytotoxic and nephrotoxic effects of cypermethrin and methyl parathion using both in vitro and in vivo models. By linking cellular responses such as oxidative stress and DNA damage with histopathological alterations in kidney tissue, the manuscript contributes additional evidence to existing knowledge on pesticide toxicity. The findings may be useful for toxicological assessment and environmental health studies, particularly in areas with frequent pesticide exposure.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the main focus of the study, including the comparative assessment of cytotoxic effects using both in vitro and in vivo approaches. However, the title could be slightly refined to improve clarity and scientific precision.
	

	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 generally summarizes the objectives, experimental approaches, and main findings of the study. However, it could be improved for clarity and balance. It is suggested to briefly state the rationale or novelty of the study more explicitly at the beginning. In addition, mentioning key quantitative outcomes (such as IC₅₀ values or major histopathological observations) in a more concise manner would strengthen the abstract. Minor reduction of methodological details may also improve readability and focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its overall experimental design and logical flow, combining in vitro and in vivo approaches to assess pesticide-induced toxicity. The methodologies employed are generally appropriate for the stated objectives, and the results are largely consistent with existing toxicological literature. However, some methodological details, data presentation, and statistical descriptions require clarification to fully support the conclusions. Addressing these issues would improve the scientific rigor and reliability of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant to the topic and provide adequate background on pesticide toxicity. However, the reference list relies heavily on older studies, with relatively limited inclusion of recent literature. It is recommended that the authors incorporate more up-to-date references, particularly within the last 5–7 years, focusing on molecular mechanisms of pesticide-induced oxidative stress, nephrotoxicity, and genotoxicity. Improving consistency and formatting of the reference list would also strengthen this section.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The overall scientific content can be understood; however, the English language quality is not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. The manuscript contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and inconsistent use of scientific terminology. Substantial language editing by a fluent English speaker or a professional editing service is strongly recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript addresses an environmentally relevant topic and employs a combination of in vitro and in vivo approaches, which is a positive aspect of the study. Nevertheless, the authors are encouraged to improve clarity, consistency, and scientific presentation throughout the manuscript. Greater attention should be given to language quality, statistical description, and data presentation to strengthen the overall impact of the work. With appropriate revisions, the manuscript could make a useful contribution to the field of environmental and veterinary toxicology.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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