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	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 is important because it provides clear experimental evidence of the toxic effects of cypermethrin and methyl parathion using both in vitro and in vivo models. The comparative analysis highlights methyl parathion as the more potent toxicant, causing significant cellular and kidney damage at lower doses. These findings add valuable data for pesticide risk assessment and raise important public health concerns in regions with extensive pesticide use.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested improved titles 
1. Comparative Cytotoxic and Nephrotoxic Effects of Cypermethrin and Methyl Parathion: In Vitro and In Vivo Evidence

2. Cypermethrin and Methyl Parathion Induce Oxidative Stress–Mediated DNA Damage and Kidney Toxicity: An In Vitro and In Vivo Study


	

	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 but could be shortened and clarified. Suggestions:

· Rationale: Briefly mention why comparing these pesticides is important.

· Methods: Condense assay details (e.g., “Cytotoxicity and DNA damage were assessed in HEK-293 cells using MTT, DAPI, comet, and ROS assays”).

· Results: Include key IC50 values (27 µM for CM, 14 µM for MPT) and summarize kidney damage without listing every detail.

· Conclusion: Emphasize public health relevance and higher toxicity of methyl parathion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The in vitro and in vivo methods are appropriate, results are consistent, and conclusions are supported by the data. Minor improvements in terminology, statistical reporting, and cautious phrasing of mechanistic claims could further strengthen it.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but some are outdated. Adding more recent studies (2020–2025) on pesticide-induced kidney toxicity, ROS, and DNA damage would strengthen the manuscript.


	

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


	The language is understandable but needs polishing. Some sentences are long or awkward, and minor grammar issues exist. Copy-editing is recommended for clarity and scholarly style.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically sound and valuable, providing clear data on cypermethrin and methyl parathion toxicity in vitro and in vivo. Minor improvements in language, abstract, title, references, and statistical clarity would enhance readability and impact.
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