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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 is important to the scientific community because it provides novel experimental evidence on the dose-dependent metabolic effects of Macadamia integrifolia extract. By demonstrating both adverse effects at low doses and protective effects at higher doses, the study highlights the critical role of dose optimization in nutraceutical research. The comprehensive evaluation of lipid profile, glucose levels, and atherogenic indices strengthens its relevance to cardiometabolic disease prevention and functional food development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable and reflects the core focus of the study on lipid and glucose metabolism in Wistar rats. However, it does not clearly highlight the dose-dependent effect, which is a major strength and novel finding of the manuscript.

A more precise and impactful alternative title could be:

“Dose-Dependent Effects of Hydro-Methanolic Extract of Macadamia integrifolia Nuts on Lipid Profile and Glucose Metabolism in Male Wistar Rats”

	

	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 clear and well structured, covering the aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by briefly highlighting the dose-dependent (biphasic) response, as this represents the most novel aspect of the study. In addition, mentioning the calculation of atherogenic indices and their clinical relevance in one concise phrase would strengthen its translational significance. Minor redundancy in reporting individual lipid values could be reduced to improve clarity and conciseness. Overall, with slight refinement to emphasize the key mechanistic insight and reduce excessive numerical detail, the abstract would be more impactful and focused.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with an appropriate experimental design, relevant biochemical parameters, and suitable statistical analysis. Ethical considerations and reporting standards are adequately addressed. However, minor inconsistencies (such as animal numbers) and limited mechanistic explanation of the dose-dependent effects should be clarified to improve scientific rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are adequate and cover many relevant studies, including foundational and recent work in the field. However, a few more up-to-date citations (from the last 3–5 years) would further strengthen the contextual and scientific grounding especially in areas such as nutraceutical effects on lipid/glucose metabolism, dose-response effects of plant extracts, and mechanisms of cardiometabolic protection.
	

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


	The language quality is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sections require grammatical refinement, improved sentence structure, and minor stylistic corrections to enhance clarity and academic tone. A careful language editing review would further improve readability and ensure consistency throughout the manuscript.
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	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)
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