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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 study investigates redox regulation in a model organism. 
Pharmacologically, it helps identify bioactive plant compounds and therapeutic potential. Supports the medicinal use of traditional medicine with scientific validation. 
Biochemically, it investigates antioxidant enzymes and markers of oxidative stress.
Findings may contribute to the development of natural medicines.

The paper uses a systematic approach to investigate the antioxidant activity of various plant extract components. The choice of biological model allows for rapid, accurate, and cost-effective investigation of effects.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Ok
Fraction-Specific Antioxidant Effects of Tapinanthus globiferus Leaf Extracts in Drosophila melanogaster
	

	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 methodology section is not complete. In terms of statistics and research methods, there is no detailed reference to the statistical sample, statistical methods, or working methods.
The abstract is adequate in terms of scientific results and writing, but is incomplete in terms of methodology and experimental design. The number of samples and groups, key experimental methods, main statistical tools, and type of experimental design are not stated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Ok With amendments, it can be re-judged and acceptable.
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	Yes, to some extent
About a quarter of the resources are below 2015/can be improved.
	

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


	Yes, to some extent. Literary and scientific editing enhances the text.
Literary and scientific editing enhances the text.
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