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	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.


	It is a very good research work. It shows a separate two research work. The first was phytochemical investigation related with anthelmintic activity. The second one is antioxidant research work. Therefore, it is a very good work.
	

	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.


	Yes, but important numerical findings should be included. At least, on either antioxidant or TP and TF 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but it requires minor revision. I put my comment on the general comment section found below.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but they are not recent. No reference above 2022
	

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


	Yes, the language is very good for scholar communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The title is broad but the introduction is shallow. You can discuss about antioxidant, anthelmintic and so on. you can add the other related plant study phytochemical that are propoesd antheleminitic activity, you can add the ethnobotalical discription, more traditional use not only medicinal but other, others drug resistance study report,....etc

2. On method 2.2) preparation of extract Where is the Reference? Is it your orginal extraction method?

3. In selective extraction, it is better to say gradient extraction and what is the need of dissolving in 10ml distilled water before extracting with different solvents with 
4. The Phytochemical screening by detection (color reaction and precipitation) tests method procedure should be written in detail (short and precise method).
5. When the DPPH solution is prepared. Did you prepare it in open air or dark place? It should be written. A solution of DPPH● in ethanol was also prepared at a concentration of 0.03 mg/ml??????
6. There is some language error. Overall, [your] results suggest that the extraction method plays a decisive role in the chemical composition of the extracts.
7. Lastly, I recommended this paper to be published with minor revision. I also appreciated the way they presented the TP and TF result. The DPPH assay result. How they explain the contradicting result they found with FRAP and DPPH assy. Similarly, the phytochemical screening finding result interpretation is very good. They compare their result with the Taiwan research work. 
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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