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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 provides valuable evidence of a dose-dependent, potentially hormetic effect of Macadamia integrifolia n-hexane extract on haematological parameters. The study enhances understanding of how lipophilic phytochemicals modulate erythropoietic and immune responses, emphasizing the importance of dose selection in determining beneficial versus adverse outcomes. These findings contribute to toxicology and nutraceutical research by supporting more informed evaluation of plant-derived bioactive compounds.


	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive, well-structured, and clearly presents the study aim, design, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. It effectively communicates the dose-dependent and biphasic nature of the observed effects and provides sufficient numerical detail to support the main claims.

However, a few improvements could strengthen it:

1. Add ethical approval statement (briefly): A short mention that the study was conducted in accordance with institutional ethical guidelines would enhance transparency and align with journal expectations.

2. Clarify interpretation language: The phrase “mild haematotoxic effects” may be slightly strong, as no mechanistic toxicity markers were measured. Consider using more neutral wording such as “reductions in erythrocyte indices.”

3. Remove minor procedural details if word limit is strict: The mention of the specific analyser model could be omitted unless required by the journal, to keep the focus on outcomes.

4. Temper mechanistic implications: Since no molecular markers were assessed, the conclusion could avoid implying confirmed mechanisms and instead state that the findings “suggest” a hormetic response.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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