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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.


	This manuscript is important as it demonstrates the anti-fibrotic potential of galangin and piperine through modulation of the TGF-β1/MMP-9/α-SMA signaling pathway. It provides novel insights into natural compounds as therapeutic agents against pulmonary fibrosis. The findings may guide the development of safer, multi-targeted treatments for fibrotic lung diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title “Targeting TGF-β1/MMP-9/α-SMA signaling axes using piperine and galangin in bleomycin-induced pulmonary fibrosis model” is clear and scientifically relevant.
	

	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 is comprehensive and effectively presents the study’s aim, methodology, and key findings. However, it can be further improved by making it more concise and emphasizing the study’s significance. The detailed numerical data and group allocations can be shortened to enhance readability. The introduction should briefly mention the mechanistic focus on the TGF-β1/MMP-9/α-SMA signaling pathway to immediately establish the study’s scientific context. Additionally, the conclusion can be strengthened by clearly stating that the combination of galangin and piperine exhibited synergistic anti-fibrotic effects, suggesting their potential as promising phytotherapeutic agents for pulmonary fibrosis management. A final sentence highlighting the broader implications of these findings, such as their contribution to developing safer, natural, and multi-targeted treatments for fibrotic lung diseases, would further enhance the abstract’s impact and relevance for the scientific community.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-designed, with valid methods, reliable results, and conclusions supported by strong experimental evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent, covering studies up to 2022. They effectively support experimental design and discussion. However, adding a few more recent references (2023–2024) could further strengthen the manuscript, particularly regarding phytochemical interventions in fibrosis and natural modulators of TGF-β signaling.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are clear, formal, and appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript effectively conveys scientific concepts using precise terminology and a professional tone. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements could further improve fluency and readability, but overall, the writing is well-structured, coherent, and suitable for publication in a scientific journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript. The study was conducted in compliance with institutional ethical standards, and animal experimentation was approved by the Institutional Animal Ethics Committee (IAEC) with a clearly stated approval number. The procedures align with accepted ethical guidelines for animal research.
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