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	1: Review Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)




2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?










5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?


6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)

	

Yes, the manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses the effectiveness of sodium thiosulfate and resveratrol in mitigating lung injury induced by nicotine in rats. The study provides valuable insights into potential treatments for nicotine-related illnesses, including cancer.

The title of the article is appropriate.



The abstract of the article is comprehensive.



The subsections and structure of the article are appropriate.












The manuscript is scientifically correct.




The references are sufficient and up to date.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

	


	

	Optional comments

	












You should capitalize each letter in the title of the article.


The article must be thoroughly reviewed according to the author guidelines. The placement of figures is highly encouraged. There are numerous spelling errors in the article. The article should be revisited, and spelling errors should be corrected. The article is not in compliance with the author guidelines.











The references need to be reviewed again. They are written in a careless manner. The referencing style is not appropriate.
	

	
	
	

	
	The manuscript should be written in accordance with the rules of grammar and style from start to finish. The English version of the manuscript needs to be revised. The conclusion section is too brief and should be written in a more clear and concise manner. There are serious issues with the writing, and the manuscript appears to be hastily written. It does not adhere to the author guidelines. The discussion section is written similarly to the introduction section. The discussion section needs to be re-examined, and additional similar studies should be included to broaden the discussion. The methods are not written in a clear manner. The tables in the article should be explained as text.
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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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