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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A major part of the title fits the research topic presented in the text. However, I think it would better delete the term “fame” and directly and concisely describe that Lycopene has the potential for an antioxidant. Also, the title has the a few grammatic errors. 
So, I would suggest the authors should adopt the title like “The Latest Overview of the Potential of Lycopene as an Antioxidant Agent”. 
	

	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 basic structure of the abstract is well-fitted to scientific criteria. All the points and highlights are compiled in the abstract comprehensively. According to the entire structure of manuscript, it introduced lycopene using the points below, such as lycopene source, structure, biosynthesis, biochemistry, antioxidant properties, recommended dosage, possible side-effects, future directions, and conclusion. To follow the logic in the context, I suggest that the abstract should underline that lycopene has garnered significant attention to the potential use as an antioxidant, since it showed the antioxidant traits of scavenging free radicals and resisting oxidative stress. This work reviewed loads of scientific publications in terms of lycopene biosynthesis, biochemistry, antioxidant properties, highlighting the nutraceutical implications of naturally lycopene-rich foods for human health, and the potentially therapeutical implementation of lycopene for various chronic and degenerative diseases at the proper dosage. In addition, the side-effects caused by overdosage of lycopene were also discussed. Eventually, this review study offered insight into the latest overview of lycopene antioxidant properties, implementation for human health, and nutraceutical/therapeutical mechanism analysis. 
All the points were articulated but you should write your abstract logically in accordance with the following texts. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript reviewed a mass of the latest research publications about lycopene and summarized the key information on lycopene in the following dimensions, such as lycopene source, structure, biosynthesis, biochemistry, antioxidant properties, recommended dosage, possible side-effects, future directions, and conclusion, which is great of scientific values. In scientific writing, I only advise that you should combine “future scope” with “future direction and collaborative initiatives”. In the “future direction and collaborative initiatives”, I suggest that the global impact of lycopene could be deleted. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is properly to increase the number of up-to-date references to strongly support the authors’ viewpoint of lycopene, because it is a review article, although I have no recommendation of any additional references. 
	

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


	The English language is rather rough in the manuscript. I advise the authors to improve the quality of your written texts. I suggest that you should have the minor revision of the logical expression, English grammar, and usages of phrases. For example, it is uncommon to see the phrase of “a numerous of foods???” in introduction part. Do you want to express it as “a number of foods” or “numerous foods”??? What does “This phenomenon some pigments” mean? I cannot understand the phrase. In the phrase of “contemporary investigate”, do you want to write like “contemporary investigations”? Too many similar grammatic errors, spelling errors or phasal errors are present in the text. I advise you to revise them carefully. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides an overview of lycopene used as an antioxidant and updates the latest review knowledge for scientists and researchers to address an important subject related to lycopene therapeutical implementation and nutraceutical supplementation. Overall, the review is well structured and presents relevant literature. However, several areas require improvement before the manuscript can be considered for publication. 
1. The abstract should clearly focus on lycopene, comprehensively cover the main points (e.g., lycopene source, structure, biosynthesis, biochemistry, antioxidant properties, recommended dosage, etc.) and generally write according to the logical structure and readable flow. 
2. It is good to see that the authors contributed the novel highlights and offered new insight into this review work. In the meantime, the authors critically analyzed the possible harms to human health caused by overdosage of lycopene. The organization and structure of the review manuscript can clearly satisfy the scientific criteria. The manuscript contains 5 figures and 1 table, which can basically meet the basic principle. 
3. The authors can properly increase the number of references, citing more up-to-date literature to maintain the advancement of your research. 
4. Some phrasal expressions in English are not articulated, so please improve the language quality. 
	


	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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Xiang CAI, Comenius University Bratislava, Slovakia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

