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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 contributes to the scientific community by empirically demonstrating multi-organ toxicity associated with water pipe tobacco (WPT), which is frequently misperceived as a safer alternative to cigarettes. Using a controlled inhalation chamber to expose female albino rats to shisha smoke, the research provides clear evidence of dose-dependent renal and hepatic impairment, as well as systemic oxidative stress. The study also identifies specific harmful constituents, including elevated levels of heavy metals such as lead and cadmium, and carcinogenic polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) , that accumulate in blood serum following exposure. 
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	· The abstract mentions 30 and 50-second cycles, it does not  define these as "moderate" and "prolonged" exposure groups as described in the research design. 
· The abstract notes the presence of heavy metals and PAHs, but naming the most significant ones found—such as Lead, Cadmium would emphasize the severity of the toxicity.
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	The manuscript's conclusion that WPT poses significant health risks to the liver and kidneys is well-supported by the presented data.
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· On Systematic Health Impacts
	

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