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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.


	The underlined article “Evaluation of effect of a probiotic consortium comprising 70% yeast and 30% bacteria on lipid metabolism in Triton X-induced hyperlipidemic rats” is aimed o tailored the effect of probiotic consortia on rats. Although this study offers an important experimental approach to evaluate the effect of probiotics but lack scientific integrity and rigors. Details are below. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be modified and will remove the figures, such as 
1. Evaluating the effect of probiotic consortium on lipid metabolism in Triton X-induced hyperlipidemic Wistar rats
2. Evaluate the potential of probiotics consortia on lipidome profiling of Wistar rats.

	

	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.


	Abstract: The abstract can be improved for scientific integrity and typos. Background can be added, and the aims should be clearly stated. 
Introduction: it should be updated clearly describing the background. Brief about probiotics and their importance can be helpful. Citations can be updated. Also add few lines about the aims of the study.

Materials and methods: Should be updated for scientific rigor. Strains specification and chemicals/instruments specification should be added. 

Results: It should be according to what described in material and method section. In figures no units is mentioned on X or Y-axis. In materials there is no procedure mentioned for fasting and body weight etc. but these are mentioned in the results. 
For gut microbial counts, the stated procedure is not enough should be validate and confirmed by other methods. 

In results, the writing style can be changed as there is repetition of units and percent. 
Discussion: this section should be updated in terms of what the study showed and what is already known. The impact of a particular experiments can also be addresses. 

 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the article provides experimental validation of probiotic consortia, but the procedure followed is not sufficient. For animal study the material and method section can be enhanced. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are very old. E.g. Warnick et al., 1982). Suggested references are 
· https://doi.org/10.1007/s12602-023-10163-6
· https://doi.org/10.12659/MSM.902600 
	

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


	It needs improvements. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, the approval no of the animal study is mentioned. 
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