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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript is significant as it highlights the antioxidant potential of Heteropneustes fossilis, a fish with strong ethno-medicinal relevance in Northeast India. It bridges traditional knowledge with scientific validation, providing insights into its bioactive compounds. This work contributes to nutraceutical research and supports future therapeutic investigations on fish-derived antioxidants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the study’s focus on antioxidant properties and ethno-medicinal insights of Heteropneustes fossilis. However, for better clarity, an alternative could be: “Antioxidant Potential of Heteropneustes fossilis: Ethno-Medicinal Perspectives from Manipur, India.” This makes it more concise and precise.
	

	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.


	I suggest adding clearer mention of the study’s significance, specifically linking findings to potential applications in nutraceuticals or medicine. Including key numerical results in the abstract strengthens clarity. Deleting minor methodological details, such as drying time, would make the abstract more concise and focused on results and implications.
	

	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?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Check grammar and sentence structure; several sentences need refinement for clarity and flow.

· Ensure consistency in formatting of scientific names (Heteropneustes fossilis should always be italicized).

· Revise the abstract by removing unnecessary methodological details and emphasizing findings and significance.

· Improve figure captions for clarity; currently, some lack sufficient explanation.

· Correct minor typographical errors (e.g., spacing and punctuation inconsistencies).

· Provide more detailed discussion linking results with existing literature.

· Ensure all references follow a consistent style and check URLs/DOIs for accessibility.
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