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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 relevant to the scientific community because it explores the metabolic effects of a natural product, Macadamia integrifolia, in relation to lipid regulation, glucose control, and cardiovascular risk markers. The study is particularly valuable because it does not only report whether the extract has an effect, but also highlights a dose-dependent response, which is important for understanding the safe and effective use of plant-derived nutraceuticals. Its findings contribute to the growing body of research on functional foods and natural therapeutic agents that may support the management of dyslipidaemia and hyperglycaemia. In addition, the work provides a useful preclinical basis for future mechanistic studies and possible clinical translation in the area of metabolic and cardiovascular health.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable because it clearly identifies the test material, the measured outcomes, and the experimental model
	

	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.

	A few improvements to strengthen it. The authors should consider briefly stating why the study is important in the opening sentence, especially its relevance to dyslipidaemia, glucose control, or nutraceutical research. It would also help to mention that the experiment lasted 28 days and involved 24 rats in four groups, since this gives the reader a clearer sense of the study scale. In addition, the results section should be slightly more quantitative by reporting one or two representative numerical changes, rather than only stating that parameters increased or decreased.
The phrase suggesting “potential therapeutic applications” may be somewhat strong for a short-term animal study, and it may be better to state that the findings indicate possible metabolic benefits that require further validation. No major deletion is necessary, but the abstract could be made more concise by reducing some repetition between the results and conclusion.

	

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript would be stronger if some scientific issues were clarified. The authors make mechanistic claims regarding palmitoleic acid, tocopherols, phytosterols, oxidative stress, and insulin signalling, but the extract was not chemically characterised in this study, so these explanations should be presented more cautiously as possible mechanisms rather than direct conclusions.
 In addition, the work was conducted in healthy rats over only 28 days, which limits the strength of claims related to therapeutic application for dyslipidaemia, hyperglycaemia, and cardiovascular protection.
There are also a few methodological details that would benefit from clarification, such as whether the Friedewald equation used for LDL calculation is fully appropriate for the reported animal serum data, and whether the control treatment was matched to the extract vehicle, since the extract is described as an n-hexane-derived lipophilic preparation while the control received distilled water. These points do not invalidate the study, but they should be addressed to improve scientific rigor and interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are  sufficient and reasonably recent for a short experimental manuscript.
	

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

	The language quality is generally acceptable and the manuscript is understandable, but minor English editing is recommended. A few grammatical errors, awkward phrases, and overly long sentences should be revised to improve clarity, readability, and scholarly tone
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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? 

	No
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