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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 is important to the scientific community because it identifies Indicol, a phytocompound from Mangifera indica, as a promising in silico BACE-1 inhibitor, thereby contributing to the ongoing search for safer and more effective therapeutic leads for Alzheimer’s disease. 

· By combining virtual screening, molecular docking, molecular dynamics simulation, and ADME/Tox profiling, the study offers a systematic computational framework for prioritizing natural compounds with potential neuroprotective activity. 

· The work is also significant because it expands current knowledge on mango-derived phytochemicals, an underexplored source of anti-Alzheimer’s candidates, and provides a strong rationale for future in vitro and in vivo validation. 

· Overall, the manuscript may help guide drug discovery efforts toward plant-derived BACE-1 inhibitors and stimulate further interdisciplinary research in neurodegeneration and computational pharmacology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable for the work presented in this review.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and well organized, as it includes the background, objective, methodology, principal findings, and conclusion of the study. However, it would be improved by briefly incorporating the ADME/Tox findings, since these results strengthen the identification of Indicol as a promising lead compound. The numerical results should also be checked carefully for consistency, particularly the values reported for Cyclocolorenone in the binding affinity/MM/GBSA comparison. In addition, the methodological details could be slightly condensed to improve readability and allow greater emphasis on the biological significance of the findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically interesting and follows an acceptable in silico workflow; however, it is not fully scientifically correct in its current version. Several important inconsistencies are present, particularly in the reporting and interpretation of docking and MM/GBSA values, which must be clarified for internal consistency. In addition, the conclusions appear overstated, since the presented data support predicted binding and possible inhibitory potential rather than confirmed enzymatic inhibition or target specificity. Therefore, the manuscript would benefit from careful revision of the numerical results, interpretation of computational outputs, and moderation of claims before it can be considered scientifically robust
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include both foundational and recent literature relevant to Alzheimer’s disease, BACE-1, phytocompounds, molecular docking, molecular dynamics, and ADME/Tox analysis. Nevertheless, the bibliography would be strengthened by including a few more recent and directly focused references on plant-derived BACE-1 inhibitors, recent computational anti-Alzheimer studies, and Mangifera indica-based neuroprotective research. Some older references may be retained for background, but a few could be replaced with more up-to-date sources from 2023–2025 to improve the manuscript’s scientific currency and relevance.
	

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


	The English language of the article quality is ok.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an interesting and relevant topic by exploring Mangifera indica phytocompounds as potential in silico BACE-1 inhibitors for Alzheimer’s disease, and the overall workflow combining docking, MM/GBSA, MD simulation, and ADME/Tox analysis is a strength. However, the manuscript requires careful revision before publication because several interpretations are overstated and some numerical results appear inconsistent, particularly in the MM/GBSA reporting and in the comparison between Indicol, Cyclocolorenone, and the control compound. The authors should moderate claims of confirmed inhibition and specificity, since the presented evidence supports computational prediction of binding potential rather than definitive biological inhibition, and these points should be framed more cautiously throughout the abstract, discussion, and conclusion. In addition, the manuscript would benefit from language polishing, clearer presentation of the results tables and figures, and a more consistent alignment between the abstract, main text, and conclusion.
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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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