
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_4844

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Toad venom: A key component in the drug development with promising prospects

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is highly significant for the scientific community. It highlights the potential of toad venom as a novel and natural therapeutic source against a variety of diseases, including cancer, microbial infections, and parasitic diseases. In a time when multidrug resistance is a growing concern globally, exploring new bioactive natural compounds like those found in toad venom is crucial. The review also sheds light on traditional knowledge, bridging ethnopharmacology and modern drug discovery efforts, thus opening new research avenues.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the manuscript content.
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive. However, it could be slightly improved by including a statement on research gaps.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It provides a thorough, detailed, and updated overview based on the existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are sufficient, updated, and relevant. Most references are recent (2017–2023). No additional references are required.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and phrasing improvements are recommended but not mandatory.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Minor typographical issues (e.g., unnecessary spaces, capitalization) can be polished.

· Figures could be formatted better to maintain clarity.

· A few figure captions (like for Figure 2) could be described more elaborately for clarity.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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