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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 investigates the potential of a bioflavonoid compound to restore rotenone-induced toxicity in Drosophila melanogaster, offering a mechanistic perspective relevant to Parkinson’s disease therapeutics. The study contributes useful experimental evidence supporting the neuroprotective role of plant-derived compounds. Its findings add value to the existing literature by providing additional insight into oxidative stress, mitochondrial dysfunction, and behavioral restoration in a well-validated disease model. The work may help guide future translational research exploring flavonoid-based interventions for Parkinson’s disease.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title is generally appropriate; however, there is a clear inconsistency in terminology. The title uses “bioflavonoid,” whereas the manuscript body consistently uses “biflavonoid.” This discrepancy must be corrected to maintain accuracy and prevent confusion.
	

	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. No addition or deletion is required
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The Materials and Methods section lacks essential in-text citations supporting the described procedures, which weakens the methodological rigor. The inconsistent use of the terms “biflavonoid” and “bioflavonoid” - with the title using one and the text using the other - should be corrected throughout, as this inconsistency significantly affects readability and scientific clarity. Table 2 contains a spelling error in the word “treatment,” which should be corrected. The manuscript requires extensive language revision to address grammatical issues and flow. The Discussion section is generally well structured but would benefit from improved coherence and the inclusion of additional recent literature to strengthen the arguments. No part of the discussion should be left unsupported by references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but should be updated with a few more recent studies to increase relevance and scholarly strength.
	

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


	The manuscript requires major language revision. There are numerous spelling errors, grammatical issues, and disruptions in flow that must be corrected to meet scholarly standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	


Reviewer details:

Abishek Balasundaram, Dr. M.G.R. Medical University, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

