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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 important as it highlights the most effective methods for extracting antioxidants from pomegranate peel, It shows that ultrasound-assisted extraction with ethanol provides the highest antioxidant activity, The findings support the use of pomegranate peel extract in natural cosmetic and pharmaceutical products to combat oxidative stress and skin disorders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article suitable. 
	

	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 comprehensive for all Content of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, It presents a well-structured study with clear methodology, appropriate use of controls, and valid analytical techniques such as the DPPH assay, The results are logically interpreted, and the conclusions are supported by the data and relevant scientific literature.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The References modern, and we don't have suggestions of additional. 
	

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


	     Yes, language english suitable very.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The study demonstrates good scientific originality, and no instances of direct plagiarism or duplication were recorded.
2. Final Recommendation: It is recommended to accept the research after making minor modifications.

3. Variation in the description of the quantities of materials and solvents, In the "Preparation of Extracts" section, 2.5 grams with 50 ml of solvent was used in the method, while 20 grams with 200 ml was used in the Soxhlet method, and 1.5 grams with 15 ml was used in the maceration method.
4. The final extract concentrations were not mentioned, and the researcher did not clarify the extract concentration after extraction.

5. In maceration only 96% ethanol was used, while methanol and ethanol were used in UAE and Soxhlet, the reason for this discrepancy is not clear.
6. The results are displayed in the form of IC50 without mentioning any statistical analysis such as: standard deviation, or difference test (ANOVA, t-test).
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