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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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  meaningful  as it offers insights into the nutritional value of Annona muricata leaves and stem bark and its use in food and medicine. The research could be useful in developing functional foods, dietary supplements, and herbal remedies. They also suggest that this plant may help nutrient deficiencies. Comparison of leaf and stem bark also given in this study.
	

	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, the abstract is clear and well-structured. It covers the background, methods, results, and conclusions. One suggestion for improvement would be to mention the specific method used for the analysis like “standard AOAC methods”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically good. The experimental design is appropriate and the methods to established food and phytochemical analysis techniques. Results are statistically analyzed, and interpretations are consistent with the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, however, few more recent references (from the last 3–5 years) can be added.
	

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


	Yes, minor grammatical improvements and rephrasing in a few sections (especially methods and discussion) may be considered.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study adds valuable knowledge to research on the health and nutritional benefits of lesser-known plants. It would be helpful to include a brief paragraph in the discussion section about how these findings could be applied in developing herbal products, and what they might mean for improving public health, especially in developing countries.
1. Consider stating at the beginning of the methods section that all analyses were performed according to Onuoha (2018), with modifications as noted. Then, avoid repeating the citation under each heading.

2. You might condense repetitive phrases such as “quantitatively transferred” or “allowed to cool in a desiccator,” especially when repeated across multiple sections.
3. “After about 14 refluxes” — consider specifying time or duration instead, as "refluxes" may be subjective depending on boiling point and setup.

4. The nitrogen calculation equation is too compressed and unclear. Consider separating steps and clearly defining each variable.
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