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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.


	Neurodegenerative diseases, particularly Parkinson's disease (PD), are a significant global health concern11111. Current treatments for PD are palliative, have side effects, and lose efficacy over time. This manuscript is important because it explores the therapeutic potential of new molecules, specifically biflavonoids from Ochna schweinfurthiana, which showed promising results in silico and in vivo against key pathological targets of PD, such as α-synuclein, oxidative stress markers, and acetylcholinesterase activity333333333. The use of the Drosophila melanogaster model, which shares functional and molecular similarities with mammals for PD study, adds to the study's relevance. The biflavonoid OSF3/EF1 was identified as the most effective of the three compounds tested5

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly and accurately reflects the study's focus, the compounds investigated, the model used, and the clinical relevance to Parkinson's disease.
	

	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, the abstract is generally comprehensive. It clearly states the background, aim, methods (in silico and in vivo), key results, and conclusion. Suggestion for addition: It would be beneficial to explicitly mention the type of biflavonoids (Isochamaejasmin, Chamaejasmin, and Amentoflavone, if space allows) or their source (Ochna rhizomatosa, as mentioned in the Materials and Methods), even briefly, to provide more specific detail about the studied compounds.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. The methodology for in silico molecular docking, toxicity evaluation, behavioral tests (negative geotaxis and open field), and biochemical assays (SOD, Catalase, GSH, MDA, NO, AchE) is clearly described and appropriate for the objectives. The results consistently show that rotenone induces PD-like toxicity (reduced mobility, increased oxidative stress/nitric oxide, inhibited AchE) and that the biflavonoids restore these parameters, confirming their neuroprotective effect. The data also support the superiority of OSF3/EF1.
	

	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 and include recent publications (e.g., 2024, 2025) which is commendable. No specific additional references are suggested, as the current list strongly supports the introduction and discussion.
	

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


	Generally Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communication. The paper is understandable, but some minor phrasing or grammatical errors could be addressed during revision for improved clarity and fluency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work is rigorous and well-structured, utilizing both computational and in vivo approaches to investigate the potential of the biflavonoids. The figures (bar graphs and survival curves) clearly illustrate the results. The discussion effectively links the in silico results with the biological effects observed in vivo.
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