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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 provides crucial insights into the toxicological effects of cypermethrin, a widely used synthetic pyrethroid insecticide, on avian species, specifically domestic pigeons. By investigating the protective role of a novel sulfa drug derivative, the study highlights an innovative therapeutic approach to mitigate pesticide-induced organ damage. The findings contribute to the growing body of knowledge in veterinary medicine, emphasizing the need for effective interventions against environmental toxins
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is informative but could be more concise
	

	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 generally comprehensive, covering the study's objectives, methods, findings, and implications. However, I suggest the following enhancements:
Clarify the Study's Purpose

Add Specific Results

Highlight Future Directions 

Limit Redundancy
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound based on the information provided. However, without access to raw data and detailed statistical analyses, a complete assessment cannot be guaranteed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear generally sufficient but could benefit from some additions to ensure they are both comprehensive and up-to-date.
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	general comments for the manuscript:

The manuscript is well-structured, but some sections could benefit from clearer transitions

Consider including visual aids such as graphs or tables  

Acknowledging any limitations in the study and suggesting specific areas for future research would strengthen the manuscript

Ensure that technical terms are well-defined, especially for readers who may not be specialists in toxicology or avian biology. 

If applicable, briefly mention any ethical considerations related to the use of animals in research. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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