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	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 publication contributes significantly to the scientific community by providing new insights into Carpobrotus edulis' biosafety and therapeutic potential in the treatment of pancreatic insufficiency. The study verifies traditional medical claims while establishing the framework for future pharmaceutical applications by conducting rigorous phytochemical profiling and comprehensive biological evaluations, which include anti-inflammatory, antibacterial, antioxidant, and toxicity tests. Importantly, it tackles a crucial health issue by identifying a natural plant-based option that may supplement or replace current treatments for exocrine pancreatic insufficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title of the article: "Carpobrotus edulis biosafety and potency against common pancreatic insufficiency biomakers"

The word “biomakers” seems to be a misspelling of “biomarkers.”
	

	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 of the article is normally useful and well-structured, encompassing the background, methods, findings, and conclusion. What's beneficial in the abstract:

· A clear logic relates Carpobrotus edulis' traditional use to its possible significance in treating pancreatic insufficiency.
· Describes key techniques (such as Folin-Ciocalteu, agar diffusion, and toxicity tests).
· Provides quantifiable data (e.g., phenolic content, inhibitory zones, toxicity dose).
· Highlights both the pharmacological and safety profiles.
However, it could be enhanced in terms of clarity, flow, and scientific accuracy. Below is a full critique and recommendations:
· Correct Typographical Errors: "biomakers" should be corrected to biomarkers.

· Please specify that rats were utilized for toxicity testing.

· Determine whether in vitro assays were employed for anti-inflammatory and antibacterial studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the work looks to be scientifically competent, with a clear logic, strong experimental design, and careful reporting of outcomes. 

· Clear Research Objective: The study is based on traditional medicinal use and tackles a relevant health condition, pancreatic insufficiency.

· Standardized Protocols: OECD guidelines, validated assays (Folin-Ciocalteu, egg albumin test, agar well diffusion), and standard controls (e.g., diclofenac, ciprofloxacin) are utilized.

· Multifaceted Approach: The text combines phytochemical screening, in vitro activity tests, and acute and chronic in vivo toxicity evaluations, which enhances conclusions.

· Quantitative data reporting includes statistical analysis (mean ± SEM, p-values) and tables/figures.

However, while the underlying scientific process is sound, there are a few areas that require explanation, correction, or improvement in order to fully fulfill rigorous scientific standards.

· Terminology Correction: "Biomakers" should be changed to "biomarkers."

· "Inflammation disorders" should be rephrased as "inflammatory disorders."

· Duplications and Redundancy: The abstract repeats sub-acute toxicity findings.

· Ambiguity in Some Interpretations: While the phenolic content and anti-inflammatory effect are considerable, causal ties to pancreatic insufficiency therapy are indicated but not directly tested.

· The clinical significance of the reported hematological and biochemical alterations should be addressed more critically.
· Incomplete Dose-Response Discussion: Although dose-dependence is evident, the study may benefit from a more detailed discussion of why certain doses were chosen and how they relate to future human applications.

· Statistical Analysis Details: While ANOVA is given, information on post-hoc analysis and effect sizes may be included to improve interpretation. Some sub-tests have tiny sample sizes (e.g., n=5), which should be recognized as a restriction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The manuscript has a sufficient number of references (over 50 citations).

· Discuss important topics like Carpobrotus edulis phytochemistry, pancreatic insufficiency, oxidative stress, inflammation, and toxicity testing.

· Cite recent articles, particularly those published between 2019 and 2024.


	

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


	The manuscript shows a moderate degree of English ability, although it is not yet fully ready for scholarly communication in its current form. While the scientific information is obvious, the language requires extensive editing for grammar, clarity, word choice, and organization in order to satisfy the criteria required by peer-review publications.

1. Grammar and Syntax Errors: Common problems with subject-verb agreement, tense consistency, and punctuation.

2. Correct improper or awkward phrasing, 

Phrases like “inflammation disorders” should be corrected to “inflammatory disorders.”

“Anti-inflammation” should be “anti-inflammatory activity” in scientific writing.

3. Wordiness and Redundancy: Some ideas are repeated excessively (e.g., subacute toxicity results appear multiple times).

4. Inconsistent Formatting: Units of measurement (e.g., mg/kg, µg/ml) may lack spacing or be inconsistently stated.

5. Table/figure captions are inconsistent in style and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper provides an important and relevant investigation into the phytochemical composition, pharmacological action, and biosafety of Carpobrotus edulis, particularly in the context of pancreatic insufficiency—a disorder with significant worldwide health implications. The study's use of in vitro, in vivo, and toxicological methodologies increases its validity, and its findings have significant implications for ethnopharmacology and gastrointestinal treatments.
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