
	Name:
	UTTAR PRADESH JOURNAL OF ZOOLOGY

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_UPJOZ_5734

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Alleviation of Hydroxychloroquine-induced hepatic and renal damage by dietary intervention with Avena sativa and Ficus carica on male albino rats

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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 is scientifically important as it addresses the toxicological consequences of hydroxychloroquine (HCQ), a widely used drug with documented hepatic and renal adverse effects, particularly relevant in the post-COVID era. By demonstrating the protective role of commonly available dietary components—Avena sativa and Ficus carica—the study contributes to the growing field of nutraceutical-based mitigation of drug-induced organ toxicity. The work integrates biochemical, oxidative stress, and histopathological endpoints, strengthening mechanistic understanding. Importantly, it highlights cost-effective, accessible dietary interventions that may inform future translational and preventive strategies in pharmacotoxicology.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and scientifically descriptive, clearly indicating the drug, organs affected, dietary interventions, and experimental model.

However, it is slightly lengthy and could be refined for clarity and impact.

	

	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 largely comprehensive and follows a logical structure (Background–Methods–Results–Conclusion). It adequately summarizes the experimental design and major findings.

Suggestions for improvement:
Specify key biochemical markers (e.g., SGOT, SGPT, ALP, antioxidant enzymes) in the Results section for clarity.
Briefly mention the histopathological improvement in both liver and kidney to strengthen translational relevance.Consider reducing repetitive phrases (e.g., “despite of cure”) and improving grammatical precision

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate, relevant, and well-cited, including both classical methods and recent studies (2022–2025). The inclusion of up-to-date references on antioxidant mechanisms and fig/oat bioactivity strengthens the manuscript.

Minor suggestions:
Remove duplicated references (e.g., Mahmoud et al., 2016 appears twice). Optionally include one recent review on HCQ-induced organ toxicity or nutraceutical hepatoprotection for broader context.

	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication, but it would benefit from moderate professional language editing. Some grammatical inconsistencies, long sentences, and minor typographical errors are present, particularly in the Introduction and Discussion sections.

A light revision focusing on: Article usage (a/the).Verb tense consistency. Sentence conciseness
would significantly enhance readability and journal readiness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	NA
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	NA
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