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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	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.
	· The manuscript is important for the scientific community as the author/s ultimately evaluated the potential protective effects of Embelia ribes seed ethyl acetate extract and vitamin E (alpha-tocopherol) against the hematological and oxidative stress-related side effects of tamoxifen, a widely used drug in breast cancer treatment. The findings of the study contribute in helping reduce drug-induced toxicity, improve patient safety, and enhance treatment outcomes. It also provides valuable insights into the mechanisms of redox balance and blood health, which can guide future pharmacological and clinical investigations into
safer cancer management strategies.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The title suits the article best. It reveals what the researchers want to convey in the study.
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	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The abstract is comprehensive as it includes information that is important for understanding the content of the manuscript.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 – The keywords are appropriate and useful.
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 – The background information of the paper sufficient and well organized.
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated.
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The literature review relevant and up to date, although there are still in 2018, 2019. Some literature in 2011.
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The research methodology appropriate for the study.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - Ethical issues were properly addressed.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The results were presented clearly.
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 – The tables and figures were clear, relevant, and necessary.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The discussion was related to the findings and to the existing literature.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The conclusions were supported by the data gathered for the study.
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 – The limitations of the study were discussed.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The references were relevant and sufficient in number.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	5 - The manuscript were written in clear and understandable language.
	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes - the title suits the article best. It reveals what the researchers want to convey in the study
	



	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes - the abstract is comprehensive as it includes information that is important for understanding the content of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Yes - The study is considered scientifically sound because it is based on established biological principles. Furthermore, the study evaluates measurable scientific outcomes such as: prolonged Tamoxifen administration was associated with alterations in serum and breast total protein, hematological parameters and antioxidant defense in breast tissue, as evidenced by changes in SOD, CAT, GPx, GSH and MDA; and the administration of ethyl acetate extract of Embelia ribes seed and Vitamin E that ameliorated several of these alterations, although the magnitude of the response varied across the measured parameters and treatment combinations. The findings of the study suggested that the ethyl acetate extract of Embelia ribes seed may have antioxidant and hematological protective potential against some of the biochemical and hematological alterations associated with Tamoxifen administration. These findings provided a basis for further investigation of Embelia ribes
seed as a potential complementary candidate during Tamoxifen administration.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
(YES or NO)
If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes - the references are sufficient and recent.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)
(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
	· The manuscript does not have ethical issues.
· Arguments are logical and supported by data. The arguments support the conclusion.
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