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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.

	Critical analysis of the manuscript indicates that the study presents scientific relevance by investigating the effects of perinatal exposure to lead and the potential protective effect of Moringa oleifera, an important topic in the field of environmental toxicology and functional nutrition. The experimental design is clear, with well-defined groups and the evaluation of multiple biological parameters (growth, hematology, mineral levels, and lead concentration). Furthermore, the discussion appropriately relates the results to the existing literature, reinforcing the biological plausibility of the findings.
However, the manuscript presents some structural and scientific writing weaknesses. There is repetition of information between the Results and Discussion sections, inconsistencies in the standardization of terms (for example, “Haematological” appears with different capitalizations), and some methodological sections that could be described more objectively. It would also be useful to better explain the rationale for the selected doses of lead and Moringa oleifera, including references that justify these concentrations.

	

	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.

	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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

	yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	Critical analysis of the manuscript indicates that the study presents scientific relevance by investigating the effects of perinatal exposure to lead and the potential protective effect of Moringa oleifera, an important topic in the field of environmental toxicology and functional nutrition. The experimental design is clear, with well-defined groups and the evaluation of multiple biological parameters (growth, hematology, mineral levels, and lead concentration). Furthermore, the discussion appropriately relates the results to the existing literature, reinforcing the biological plausibility of the findings.
However, the manuscript presents some structural and scientific writing weaknesses. There is repetition of information between the Results and Discussion sections, inconsistencies in the standardization of terms (for example, “Haematological” appears with different capitalizations), and some methodological sections that could be described more objectively. It would also be useful to better explain the rationale for the selected doses of lead and Moringa oleifera, including references that justify these concentrations.
From a scientific perspective, the study demonstrates that supplementation with Moringa oleifera provides only a partially protective effect, which is a relevant finding. However, the interpretation could be further strengthened with a deeper mechanistic discussion (for example, antioxidant activity, natural chelating properties, or modulation of mineral metabolism). In addition, the relatively small sample size (n = 6 per group) and the absence of analyses of oxidative stress markers or histopathological evaluations limit a more comprehensive understanding of the mechanisms of toxicity and protection. It is also recommended to improve the organization of the figures (there is duplication in the numbering of Figures 01 and 02) and to revise the formatting of the tables to conform to the journal’s editorial standards.
The manuscript does not present information regarding approval by an ethics committee
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
The manuscript does not present information regarding approval by an ethics committee
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