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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The study of substances of plant and animal origin, especially poisons, is one of the most promising areas in pharmacology. Research in recent decades has shown impressive progress in the creation of medicines based on substances found in the venom of various organisms, in particular, scorpions, spiders and snakes. At the same time, it is worth noting that work aimed at identifying such substances in amphibians is in the background. In this regard, the work carried out by the authors of the study is relevant and deserves attention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is sufficient and reflects its essence.
	

	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 summary is sufficient and conveys a brief summary of the entire publication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The information presented in the article is scientific and presented in the correct order. The authors first introduce us to the definition and types of amphibians, then move on to the methods of extracting poison. The composition of currently known poisons is described. At the end, their pharmacological significance is displayed. Thus, the material is presented logically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources used are sufficient, and most of them are publications from the last 5 years. The style of the literature is correct and uniform.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The entire text of the publication is in English and is completely understandable. No obvious grammatical errors were detected during the review of the publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the article gives the impression of a good review of literary sources, devoted to a rather limited topic in the scientific literature. This article allowed to organize the known knowledge about toad venom and is excellent for those who want to familiarize themselves with this topic both from scratch and at a professional level.
	


	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? 
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