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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The introduction provides relevant background but lacks a clear statement of the research gap of the current study.
2. Plant material authentication and voucher specimen details are appropriate; however, the collection location and conditions could be briefly stated without excessive description.

3. Extraction and fractionation protocols are extensively detailed, which affects readability; summarize methods and provide key references instead of step-by-step instructions.

4. The sample size determination is described in great depth; condensing this section would improve manuscript flow.

5. Ethical approval information appears in multiple sections and should be unified under one appropriate heading.

6. The results section contains numerous tables, some of which present overlapping data; consider merging or presenting key findings graphically for better visual interpretation.

7. Statistical analysis lacks specification of post-hoc tests after ANOVA, which is essential for validating significance claims.

8. The discussion largely reiterates the results; more emphasis should be placed on mechanistic insights, comparison with similar studies, and explanation of why the ethyl acetate fraction showed superior activity.

9. Limitations of the study, including the absence of histological images, lack of in vitro correlation, and relatively small sample size, should be clearly acknowledged.

10. The conclusion is generic and should emphasize and translational potential of the findings, particularly in the context of polyphenolic fraction enrichment.

11. Terminology inconsistencies (e.g., Annacardiumoccidentale vs. Anacardium occidentale) and unit formatting (e.g., mg/kg, µmol/L) require correction to meet journal standards.

12. References are largely appropriate but need uniform formatting, inclusion of complete page ranges, and consistent DOI presentation.

13. Overall, the manuscript has scientific merit but requires language polishing, structural optimization, and reduction of redundant methodological details to enhance readability and meet international journal publication standards.
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