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	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.


	General Comments

The manuscript presents a broad review of the biological and antibacterial properties of royal jelly, emphasizing its potential as a nutraceutical. The topic is relevant and timely, considering the growing interest in natural products and functional foods. However, several areas require significant improvement to enhance the manuscript’s clarity, scientific rigor, and overall quality.

	

	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.


	The manuscript reads more like a summary than a critical review. While the activities of royal jelly are mentioned, there is limited in-depth analysis of how these mechanisms work or how consistently they are reported across studies.

➤ Recommendation: Include comparative discussions (e.g., variations across in vitro vs. in vivo studies, dose ranges, or clinical trial results if available).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	        YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES
	

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


	Based on the summary you provided, the language quality is generally understandable, but it requires moderate revision to meet the standards of scholarly communication. While the ideas are clearly presented, several sentences would benefit from improved structure, precision, and flow to enhance readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Criterion
Assessment

Grammar

Fair, but needs polishing

Sentence clarity

Moderate; some revisions needed

Technical appropriateness

Acceptable

Academic tone

Partially suitable

Recommendation

Revise and resubmit with language editing
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