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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses a significant public health concern, as cardiovascular disease remains the leading cause of death globally. It provides valuable in vitro evidence that standardized Fenugreek seed extract can activate eNOS, a key enzyme in vascular health, through a dose-dependent mechanism. 

The use of simulated gastrointestinal digestion adds physiological relevance to the findings, making the results more translatable to real-world applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is adequate but could be more specific. 

A suggested alternative: "Standardized Fenugreek Seed Extract (Testosurge® and FLG) Promotes Cardiovascular Health via Dose-Dependent Activation of Endothelial Nitric Oxide Synthase in HUVECs: An In Vitro Study."
	

	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 informative but lacks specific quantitative results (e.g., exact eNOS phosphorylation values). 

The methodology summary could briefly mention the digestion simulation. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is largely scientifically sound, however, Table 2 referenced in the Results section appears incomplete, and NO production data mentioned in the abstract and conclusion are not explicitly presented in the Results section, creating inconsistency.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some may not be sufficiently recent.
	

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


	The language is generally acceptable but requires improvement
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscript is acceptable for publication. Some improvements are necessary.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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