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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.


	Importance of the manuscript
This review on the therapeutic potential of Citrus is important for the scientific community because:

1. It consolidates 15 years of research on Citrus-derived compounds, which are widely consumed globally.

2. It highlights their pharmacological activities, such as antioxidant, antimicrobial, anticancer, and cardioprotective effects.

3. It provides evidence for the role of Citrus in preventive nutrition and functional food development.

4. The work may guide both clinical research and food industry applications in designing nutraceuticals and dietary interventions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title conveys the focus well, but the word “Quindecenial” is uncommon. A clearer option might be: “A Fifteen-Year Review on the Therapeutic Potential of Citrus” or “Therapeutic Wonders of Citrus: A 15-Year Review”.
	

	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 summarizes key points but should be more structured—outlining scope, major findings, and conclusion. Adding specific therapeutic areas (e.g., cardiovascular, cancer, metabolic health) would make it stronger.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct as a narrative review. However, it could benefit from:

· A clearer methodology of literature selection (databases searched, inclusion/exclusion criteria).

· Better synthesis rather than descriptive listing of studies.

· A critical appraisal of limitations in existing Citrus research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant, but many are older. More recent citations (2020–2023) should be included, especially covering clinical trials and systematic reviews on Citrus bioactive compounds.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but some sentences are awkward and could be improved for scholarly tone. Moderate language editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The review could benefit from figures or summary tables (e.g., therapeutic effects of different Citrus species).

  The conclusion should emphasize future research directions and translational potential.
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