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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.


	The topic of the manuscript is interesting for the scientific community, many issues covered in the review are important for understanding the possibilities of using a natural plant product to correct metabolic disorders in the human body
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of manuscript is not suitable enough: “Use of Bitter Melon (Momordica charantia) for the correction of Endocrine Disruption: A Review” will be better
	

	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 article is too much comprehensive - it is too long and not specific - it contains final phrases from different chapters of the manuscript instead of summarizing of material.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is correct scientifically
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references number is not enough for the review: just 65 references, normally it has to be not less than 100. They are not recent enough: just 25 references from 65 belong to the last 5 years. 
	

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


	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic of the review is interesting, relevant, but not fully disclosed. The review is based on 65 literature sources, of which only 25 relate to the last 5 years. The manuscript is written haphazardly, with numerous repetitions: for example, information about the constituent components of momordica charantin, vicine, and polypeptide-p occurs at least 7 times, information about Momordica charantia is a tropical and subtropical vine native to Asia, Africa, and the Caribbean - 11 times; 4 times on the same occasion it is mentioned that it activates the AMP-activated protein kinase (AMPK)pathway. In Figs. 1 and 3, bitter melon is called bitter lemon.

 It is a pity that such carelessness reduces the quality of the manuscript.
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