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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 review article is important for the scientific community because it synthesizes existing evidence about the toxicological effects of widely used synthetic food dyes, tartrazine and carmoisine, on several vital organ systems. By systematically compiling data on kidney, liver, pancreas, and hematology markers, this review provides a comprehensive picture that helps clarify the potential health risks associated with chronic exposure. These findings are very relevant for toxicologists, nutrition scientists, and regulatory authorities concerned with food safety and public health. Overall, this study contributes to an informed risk assessment and highlights areas where further experimental and clinical research is needed. I highly recommend the prisma method in the process of making this review.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the main focus of the manuscript, including the specific food dyes studied, the affected organ systems, and the systematic review approach. It is informative and appropriately detailed for the target scientific audience. However, for improved clarity and conciseness, the title could be slightly refined. An alternative title may be: “Toxic Effects of the Synthetic Food Dyes Tartrazine and Carmoisine on Renal, Hepatic, Pancreatic, and Haematological Markers in Experimental Rats: A Systematic Review.”
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the scope and objectives of the systematic review. However, it would benefit from explicitly stating the search strategy, including the databases consulted, the time frame covered, and key inclusion/exclusion criteria, to enhance transparency. Additionally, briefly summarizing the main findings and conclusions in more quantitative or outcome-oriented terms would improve clarity and impact. Including a short statement on the implications for food safety or public health would further strengthen the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically and is based on an appropriate systematic review approach to evaluate the toxicological effects of tartrazine and carmoisine in experimental rat models. The methodology, including study selection and data synthesis, is generally consistent with accepted scientific standards, and the conclusions are supported by the cited literature. However, clearer reporting of methodological details (such as study quality assessment and data extraction procedures) would further strengthen the scientific rigor and reproducibility of the review.

	

	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 sufficient and relevant to the topic, covering key studies on the toxicological effects of tartrazine and carmoisine in experimental animal models. Most of the references are appropriate and support the discussion and conclusions of the review. However, the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies (particularly within the last 5–7 years) to ensure that the review reflects the current state of research.

	

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

	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly community 

	

	Optional/General comments

	Please use prisma method for validity data and valid step.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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