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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 (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.

	Chick embryo is suitable for studying the adverse effects of various drugs. In this paper, the medication lixisenatide for type 2 diabetes mellitus is tested for its adverse effects on kidney of developing chick embryo. The authors found this medicine had some negative effects on the kidney of the chick embryo. Obviously, it is an important test for assaying the adverse effects of  medication lixisenatide for type 2 diabetes mellitus.
	

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

	Yes
	

	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. Please delete the following sentences in Abstract, as “It is confirmed from literature survey/ pilot study that the expected mean ± SD of parameter of control and experimental groups are 27± 5.32 with 32±5.30, with the help of software G* Power analysis for α 5% and Power (1-β) 95.36 %. The effects size is 1.961 and sample size for each group is 28. So we have taken the total sample size 280. ”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The assaying is scientific, but the references are not scientific and need corrections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	· In general, the paper is short of sufficient suitable references to support its scientific illustration.
· In section “Introduction”, in 2nd paragraph, the reference [3] does not fit. Please correct it.
· In section “Introduction”, in 3rd paragraph, the reference [4] does not fit. Please correct it.
· In section “Discussion”, in 1st paragraph, the reference [6] does not fit. Please correct it.
· In section “Discussion”, in 2nd paragraph, the reference [7] does not fit. Please correct it.
· In section “Discussion”, in 2nd paragraph, the reference [8] does not fit. Please correct it.
· In section “Discussion”, in 3rd paragraph, the reference [8] does not fit. Please correct it.

	

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

	In general, the English in this paper is poor, full of grammatical mistakes. It is necessary for the authors to find a qualified English teacher to correct all spelling and grammatical mistakes.




	

	Optional/General comments

	· In section “Introduction”, in 2nd paragraph, it is mentioned “The order of the amino acids is given in the figure below”. Where is this figure? Please make it up.
· It is necessary to correct references and improve English.



	











	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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