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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 offers a valuable mini-review of Ficus carica (common fig), highlighting its nutritional and health benefits. It provides a comprehensive summary of its medicinal properties, supported by traditional and experimental evidence. This work is important for the scientific community as it consolidates the emerging evidence regarding Ficus carica's therapeutic potential, which could inspire further pharmacological and clinical research. Additionally, the manuscript bridges the gap between traditional knowledge and contemporary scientific inquiry.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "A mini review about Ficus carica L. its nutrition and health benefits," is informative but could be more concise and grammatically polished. A suggested alternative: "Nutritional and Health Benefits of Ficus carica L.: A Mini Review."
	

	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 provides a good overview but requires refinement for clarity and completeness. Key suggestions:

· Correct typographical errors (e.g., "nutritionl" should be "nutritional"; "eloborate" should be "elaborate").

· Ensure concise phrasing. 

· Expand briefly on the unique bioactive compounds and their significance in the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically accurate, as it cites relevant studies and presents validated information on the nutritional and pharmacological aspects of Ficus carica. However, minor inconsistencies in referencing styles and clarity of some findings need attention.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and recent, covering various studies on Ficus carica. However, more recent reviews or high-impact studies could strengthen the manuscript. Suggest including:

· Recent advancements in functional food applications of Ficus carica.
· Studies exploring specific mechanisms of its bioactive compounds.


	

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


	The manuscript's language is understandable but contains grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and awkward phrasing. Editing for scholarly tone and accuracy is required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Ensure uniform formatting for sections, citations, and terminology.
2. Enhance the conclusion by briefly summarizing the gaps in current research and potential areas for future exploration.
3. Revise figures and tables for clarity, including proper attributions.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail) : No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”: I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Minor Revisions (8)


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	1. Title: The current title effectively conveys the focus of the manuscript, but it could be revised for conciseness and scholarly tone. Suggested revision: "Nutritional and Health Benefits of Ficus carica L.: A Mini Review."
· Abstract: The abstract provides a reasonable overview but contains typographical errors and lacks clarity in phrasing. It should be revised for conciseness and grammatical accuracy. Recommendations include:

· Fixing typos (e.g., "nutritionl" → "nutritional").

· Clarifying phrases (e.g., replace "eloborate the health and various other uses" with "elaborates the nutritional and medicinal uses").

· Highlighting key findings concisely.
2. Structure: The manuscript has a logical structure, but sections like "Medicinal and Health Benefits of Fig" would benefit from a clearer, more systematic organization (e.g., using subheadings like "Antioxidant Properties," "Anti-inflammatory Effects," etc.).
3. Language and Grammar: While the manuscript is understandable, the English language quality requires improvement. Issues include grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent formatting. A thorough copy-edit is recommended to enhance readability and scholarly tone.
4. References: Most references are relevant and recent; however, a few older citations could be updated with newer studies. The authors should ensure consistency in referencing style.
5. Ethical and Competing Interests: The authors should explicitly include statements on ethical issues and competing interests, even if none exist, for transparency.
6. Figures and Tables: Ensure all figures and tables are properly attributed and formatted to align with the journal's style.
7. Plagiarism: No plagiarism was identified based on the current review, but the authors are encouraged to use plagiarism detection tools to confirm originality.
8. Conclusion: The conclusion could be more impactful by summarizing the gaps in current research and outlining future research directions in pharmacological and medicinal applications of Ficus carica.
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