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	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 contributes to the growing body of knowledge on natural antioxidants, which are of increasing global interest due to the health risks associated with synthetic antioxidants. By comparing Hibiscus sabdariffa and Jatropha tanjorensis, the study provides valuable insights into the antioxidant potential of underutilized plants, especially in West Africa. The findings may support dietary and pharmacological applications of these plants, offering low-cost natural alternatives for oxidative stress management.
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	The abstract is informative and outlines aims, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it can be improved by clarifying numerical findings (e.g., EC50 values, % inhibition ranges) to give readers quantitative insight. I suggest shortening repetitive statements like “non-significant increase” and presenting results more concisely.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methods are standard and correctly applied. Data are consistent with existing literature on antioxidant-rich plants.
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	Yes, the references are mostly sufficient and relatively recent (many from 2020–2024). 
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	Yes, the English is generally understandable but requires polishing. Minor grammatical editing will make the manuscript smoother and more professional.
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	Figures should have proper captions with statistical indications. The discussion is well developed but can be condensed by avoiding repetition of background information already presented in the introduction. The conclusion is appropriate but would be stronger if it included practical applications (e.g., food fortification, herbal formulations).
Recommendation: Only minor revisions needed for clarity and polish.
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