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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. In my opinion (peer reviewer), the manuscript has the following strengths and process opportunities: 1. 1. Since the selected plant "Azadirachta indica", the target of the research, has the potential to store materials needed for pharmaceutical processing, it has an economic and social value, which this manuscript has addressed in some way. 1. 2. The leaves (AI) contain rich bioactive and processive compounds that are capable of supporting antimalarial therapy through antioxidant, immunomodulatory, and hematoprotective mechanisms, which the author(s) have addressed to some extent. 1. 3. Neem tree (Azadirachta indica), in addition to its medicinal and therapeutic value, has a multifunctional value in the bio-cycle and green chemistry, which the author(s) have partially addressed in this manuscript. 1. 4. In addition to the importance of the above: This plant (neem) plays an opportunity-creating role in biodiversity due to its structure of accepting the climatic environment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is consistent with the structure of the manuscript process and is acceptable.
	

	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 of the manuscript is not comprehensive due to the lack of proper structure, but it is acceptable by providing an appropriate and sufficient analysis of the results, discussion, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The method of using the main components of the Materials and Methods section, which was managed from the extraction of plant materials from the target population, ultimately led to the analysis and management of the data in Tables 1, 2, 3, and 4. Since such methods (of A. indica) have been carried out in a similar manner by researchers around the world, the analysis and comparison of the components of tables (1 to 4) by the author(s) is a scientific and acceptable method. In this regard, in my opinion (peer reviewer), the analysis obtained from the neem plant presented by the author(s) in the tables is a climate-friendly cultivation process that is acceptable if global differences in its quantity are observed. 

Note: The dominance of magnesium (0.57 ppm) and calcium (0.34 ppm) is consistent with the essential roles of these elements in enzymatic reactions, neuromuscular function, and oxidative stress regulation during infection (Wróblewski et al., 2024). This referencing sentence, referring to the data (Mg and Ca) in Table (4), must be managed correctly.

	

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

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


	The communication quality of the language is appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Conditions for accepting this global manuscript:
Due to the type of statistical data managed and the comparative analysis of aligned component data, this manuscript is publishable with appropriate numbering of the main components (based on the journal's scope), and the suggested corrections in the cited paragraph.
I wish the journal (European Journal of Nutrition & Food Safety) and the author(s) greater global success.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Yes. Ethical issues have been observed.
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