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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 manuscript addresses a critical issue related to groundwater contamination by heavy metals and its consequences for female reproductive health, particularly in developing regions. The study provides robust experimental evidence of endocrine disruption induced by mixed heavy metal exposure and demonstrates the therapeutic potential of Vernonia calvoana
	

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

	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 authors should briefly specify the treatment duration and the level of statistical significance to enhance methodological clarity
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The rationale for selecting the dose of Vernonia calvoana (400 mg/kg body weight) and the dosing frequency should be clearly stated, with supporting literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	Inclusion of references to relevant WHO guidelines or internationally recognized standards on reproductive toxicity would further strengthen the theoretical framework of the manuscript.
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	1. The presentation of Table 2 needs to be clarified, especially in marking statistical differences between groups.
2. It is recommended to add a scale to the histopathological image.
3. Discussions should be summarized to increase the focus of the discussion and clarify the flow of scientific argumentation.
4. The manuscript is suitable for publication after minor revisions related to methodological clarity, and ethical documentation.
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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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