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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.


	The study is technically sound, utilizing a Wistar rat model to investigate the intersection of environmental toxins (lead, mercury, glyphosate) and infectious agents (E. coli and C. albicans). The methodology follows international standards, such as OCDE recommendations, and uses established clinical markers like C-reactive protein (CRP) and Complete Blood Count (CBC).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
The title is descriptive and accurate, although it should be noted that the study uses a rat model (Wistar rats) rather than a "mouse model" as currently stated in the title.


	

	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 comprehensive, clearly stating the aims, methodology, and key findings, including the specific impact of each toxin on antibiotic resistance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is. 
The manuscript is scientifically robust. The conclusions follow logically from the data, the statistical trends are clear, and the study addresses a critical and contemporary issue in environmental health and microbiology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and support the study's claims well. The bibliography effectively bridges the gap between environmental toxicology and clinical microbiology.
	

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


	The language quality is good and the manuscript is technically well-written. However, minor revisions are needed to correct typographical errors. e.g., “severy' to 'severity”, ensure consistent use of English abbreviations: WBC instead of GB, and update the title to correctly reflect the animal model: “Rat instead of Mouse”.
	

	Optional/General comments


	REFERENCES: To further modernize the manuscript, the authors are encouraged to include more recent literature (2023-2024) specifically regarding the molecular mechanisms of heavy-metal-driven co-selection of antibiotic resistance. This would provide more weight to the findings in the Discussion section regarding the E. coli resistance patterns observed.
OVERALL VERDICT ON QUALITY OF ENGLISH: The quality is high enough that it does not impede understanding, but a minor proofreading is recommended before final publication.
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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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