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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 article is important for the scientific community because, according to a google search about Cybister tripnctatus, although this beetle has traditionally been used “in parts of Asia and Africa …to address asthma and other breathing problems” as well as “stomach and urinary problems” its use is not recommended because of “potential toxicity,””lack of research into safety, efficacy, and dosage,” and the risk of contamination. The article refutes this negative appraisal of C tripunctatus by describing in detail approved scientific methods—first washing, homogenizing, and decanting the beetles--then analyzing the volatile compounds of the methanol extract and the chloroform extract of C.  tripunctatus.  These scientific analyses reveal antimicrobial activities, evidence of antifungal, anti cancer, and neuroprotctive mechanisms , compounds “known to be associated with anti-inflamatory and anesthetic activities,” and a major alkaloid with antidiabetic and potential anticancer properties. This information is presented in 3 charts.  The tripartite analysis  scientifically corroborates the medicinal efficacy of the traditional use of derivitives of C tripunctatusfrom Manipur  in addition to the efficacy of this beetle for food.  It strongly refutes the denigration of C. tripunctatus for medicinal use.              
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 article—though perhaps not the abstract—might also provide information as to the time of year necessary to collect these beetles.  The month of July of 2024 is noted but perhaps more information about the optimum time of collection,  the method of collection, and the amount of beetles studied is needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	       The methods of the analyses are detailed and referenced and, thus, appear to be on a high scientific level and accurate. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and appear to be thorough.
	

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


	The language/English quality is on a high level. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	I recommend the publication of this article—with perhaps very brief additional information on the methods,  time, and amount of beetles collected.  
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