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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.


	This manuscript provides an updated and comprehensive overview of lycopene, an important carotenoid with well-recognized antioxidant and therapeutic properties. By integrating information on lycopene’s chemistry, biosynthesis, bioavailability, and health-related effects, the review offers valuable insights for researchers working in nutrition, food science, pharmacology, and public health. The topic is of ongoing relevance given the rising interest in natural antioxidants and the growing demand for plant-based nutraceuticals. The manuscript may help guide future research directions, particularly in developing lycopene-rich functional foods and understanding its role in disease prevention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The phrase “Lycopene fame” is grammatically incorrect and unclear. Title structure is awkward and does not reflect scholarly tone.

Alternative title

 Lycopene: Current Insights into Its Antioxidant Properties and Health Benefits
A Comprehensive Review of Lycopene: Sources, Bioavailability, and Therapeutic Potential

	

	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 covers lycopene’s antioxidant role and highlights its potential health applications.

Suggestions:

1.Several sentences contain grammatical errors (“These abstract highlights…”, “possessions,” “reimbursements”).

2.The abstract is overly long and includes unnecessary details (e.g., consumer demand, food storage benefits) which could be condensed.

3.It lacks a clear structure: problem statement → key findings → implications.

4.The abstract should avoid claims without context or references, such as “indorsed potential therapeutic applications.”

5.You may add a concise concluding sentence stating the purpose of the review article.

6. Remove repetitive phrasing and correct grammar.

7.Emphasize the review’s aim—to summarize updated scientific evidence on lycopene.

8.Avoid listing too many diseases; instead generalize the therapeutic areas.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript contains a large amount of relevant information, but several areas require improvement:

1.Broad coverage of lycopene chemistry, biosynthesis, bioavailability, and biological activities.

2.Correct explanation of carotenoid structures, antioxidant mechanisms, and factors influencing bioavailability.

3.Many statements are scientifically accurate and supported by citations.

4.The manuscript is scientifically promising but requires clearer organization, improved accuracy in certain statements, and removal of exaggerated claims.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes many recent papers (2020–2023). Good inclusion of both biochemical and nutritional literature. Some references appear duplicated. Formatting is inconsistent. A few foundational papers on lycopene bioavailability and metabolism could be added.

Recommended Additional References:
1. (Rao, A. V., & Rao, L. G. (2004). Lycopene and human health.
2. Burton-Freeman, B., & Sesso, H. (2014). Lycopene in cardiovascular health.
3. Stahl, W., & Sies, H. (2003). Bioactivity of lycopene.

	

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


	1.Frequent grammatical errors and awkward phrasing.

2.  Overuse of informal or non-scientific expressions.

3.  Repetition of the same ideas across sections.

4.  Misuse of vocabulary (“fame”, “reimbursements”, “possessions”, “indorsed”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	A thorough professional English-language editing is strongly recommended to improve clarity, precision, and academic tone. The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic and has potential value for the scientific community. However, to be suitable for publication, it requires substantial language polishing, clarification of scientific explanations, improved structure, and refinement of the abstract and title. The references are largely adequate, with a few additions recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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