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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 is scientifically important because it links a specific function of the probiotic strain Lactobacillus plantarum KFY02 to a defined biotransformation steps such as partial conversion of geniposide to the more bioactive aglycone genipin and then connects that transformation to measurable hepatoprotective outcomes in a CCl₄-induced liver injury model. The work therefore provides a mechanistic framework for designing functional foods or synbiotic strategies in which microbial metabolism is deliberately leveraged to increase the efficacy of plant-derived glycosides.
	

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

	The title is scientifically informative
	

	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 comprehensive and it states the objective, summarizes the core experimental premise, reports the principal outcome domains measured, and provides a concluding statement aligned with the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is directionally reasonable
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient in quantity, but not sufficiently recent for current expectations, and it would benefit from pruning at least a few irrelevant citations and adding up-to-date, higher-quality references.
	

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

	The English is generally intelligible, but it is not yet at the level expected for polished scholarly communication. The manuscript would benefit from a full professional language edit before journal submission.

“PH” vs “pH”
“whitch” vs “which”
remove spacing
“benificial” should be “beneficial.” 
 “showede” should be “showed.” 
 “whitch” should be “which.” 
“transfered” should be “transferred.” 
 “Giniposide” instead of “Geniposide,” 
 “Genipiside” instead of “Geniposide.”
“Probiotics are friendly bacteria…” is conversational and not standard scientific tone. A more appropriate alternative is: “Probiotics are live microorganisms that, when administered in adequate amounts, confer a health benefit on the host.”
“At the same time comply with the 2010/63/EU directive.” is ungrammatical. A correct version is: “All procedures complied with Directive 2010/63/EU.”	
There are many broken words from PDF-to-Word conversion such as “ex- cluded,” “respec- tively,” “protec- tion,” and similar splits.  These should be removed systematically (find “- ” plus line breaks, then join words).
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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)
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