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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.


	The increased interest in plant-based antioxidants and their defense against oxidative stress brought on by pathogenic infections is discussed in this paper. The combined in vitro and in vivo toxicological assessment offers valuable initial data on Syzygium guineense's safety and bioactivity. The manuscript could add important information to toxicology, ethnopharmacology, and plant-based therapeutic research if it is properly updated. To increase its scientific influence, however, more robust discussion and a clearer experimental rationale are required.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and informative.
However, it is lengthy and can be made more concise.

In vitro and in vivo antioxidant and toxicological evaluation of Syzygium guineense (Wild.) DC. var. guineense under Salmonella Typhimurium-induced oxidative stress”
	

	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 the overall aim and methodology, but it requires revision.

· Clearly distinguish in vitro and in vivo findings.

· Quantitative results should be briefly highlighted (key antioxidant or toxicity outcomes).

· Avoid overgeneralized claims regarding therapeutic applicability.

· The conclusion of the abstract should reflect experimental outcomes only, not clinical implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The study is conceptually sound, but scientific rigor needs improvement.

· Insufficient justification for dose selection in animal studies.

· Limited explanation of oxidative stress markers and their biological relevance.

· Overinterpretation of antioxidant effects without mechanistic validation.

· Statistical methods and number of replicates are not clearly stated in all sections.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are moderately sufficient but require improvement.


	

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


	The manuscript requires major language revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables and figures should be better labeled with clear legends. Units and abbreviations should be standardized throughout the manuscript.
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