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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.


	1. This study provides significant evidence for the potential of Ficus polita fruit extract as a natural growth promoter and reproductive enhancer in livestock. 

2. By demonstrating improved body weight, elevated testosterone levels, and superior sperm quality in rabbits, the research offers a scientifically-backed, cost-effective alternative to synthetic inputs. 

3. The research findings are crucial for the scientific community as they validate traditional uses and contribute to the development of sustainable animal husbandry practices in developing countries. 

4. Ultimately, this work can help reduce production costs and enhance food security by promoting local plant resources.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It includes the key elements: the intervention (aqueous fruit extract of Ficus polita), the subjects (rabbits), and the main outcomes measured (body weight and sexual maturity).
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, covering all essential sections (Aims, Methodology, Results, Conclusion). However, it can be significantly improved by strengthen the conclusion by explicitly stating the implication: that the extract can accelerate puberty. I suggest to add a mention of the non-toxic nature, as this is crucial for any potential application.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its methodology, reporting, and interpretation of the data presented. The study follows established scientific conventions and demonstrates rigor. However, "scientific correctness" also involves identifying potential limitations, which are present but do not invalidate the findings.                                                                                                                                                                                               
Below are some limitations/points for consideration (not incorrect, but areas for improvement):

1. Small Sample Size (n=3): This is the most significant limitation. With only three rabbits per group, the statistical power is low. The findings are promising, but a larger sample size would be needed to make the conclusions more robust and generalizable.

2. Lack of Phytochemical Quantification: While the screening identified the compounds, it did not quantify them. Knowing the concentrations of key flavonoids or alkaloids would help in standardizing the extract and understanding the dose-response relationship more deeply.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and sufficient to provide context for the study. The reference list adequately supports the background on the general use of plants in livestock and traditional medicine, but it lacks cutting-edge and highly specific references that would firmly anchor the novel findings of this work in the current scientific conversation.
I suggest consider the followings:
· Several references from the 1990s and 2000s should be supplemented with more recent work.

· Include 2-3 recent (2021-2024) reviews or primary research articles on the mechanisms of plant-derived compounds (e.g., flavonoids, saponins) on male reproductive physiology.
· Add more recent studies on standard rabbit sperm parameters and testicular histology to provide a stronger comparative basis for the results.
· Consider citing a recent FAO or economic report to robustly support the statement about global crises and input costs in the introduction.


	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are largely suitable for scholarly communication. The meaning is clear, and the manuscript is understandable throughout. However, it contains numerous minor errors and non-idiomatic phrases.                                                                                       

1. Grammar and Syntax

Example: "Weighings and blood samples for testosterone measurement were taken every 15 days."

Suggestion: "The rabbits were weighed, and blood samples were collected for testosterone measurement every 15 days."                                                                                                                              

2. Word Choice and Phrasing

Example: "The body weight of rabbits given doses of 200 and 600 mg/kg. of extract increased significantly..."

Suggestion: "The body weight of rabbits administered doses of 200 and 600 mg/kg of the extract increased significantly..."                                                                                                                                    

Example: "Sperm collection by epididymal puncture and testicular dissections for histological observations were performed at the end of the study."

Suggestion: "At the end of the study, sperm was collected via epididymal puncture, and testicles were dissected for histological examination."                                                                                                     

3. Awkward or Non-Idiomatic Constructions                                                                                                  Example: "The germinal epithelium appeared to be undifferentiated."

Suggestion: "The germinal epithelium appeared undifferentiated." (Removing "to be" is more direct and idiomatic).

4. Inconsistencies and Formatting

Example: "106 spz/mL" vs. "10⁶ spz/mL"

Suggestion: Consistently use the superscript format (10⁶) throughout the manuscript for scientific notation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conceived and valuable study that makes a significant contribution to the field of ethnoveterinary medicine and animal science. The investigation into Ficus polita is timely, and the experimental design is robust, examining multiple relevant endpoints from physiology to histology. The findings have clear practical implications for sustainable livestock production.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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