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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The study contributes to understanding how parasitic associations can influence secondary metabolite production and bioactivity. These findings open up new perspectives for the use of hemi parasitic plants as alternative sources of antioxidants, thereby reducing overexploitation of host species that may be threatened.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Good
	

	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 generally comprehensive and follows a standard structure. However, it could be improved by removing excessive detail on traditional uses and experimental protocols, simplifying the results presentation, and strengthening the conclusion with broader implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Minor grammatical corrections, simplification of long sentences, and avoidance of repetition would improve readability
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the cited works are between 2000–2012, with only a few after 2017. For a paper published now, more recent literature (2020–2024) would make the work more up-to-date. Adding more recent studies on antioxidant plant research (2020–2024) would align the work with current literature.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work is scientifically relevant as it adds to the understanding of host–parasite interactions in medicinal plants and highlights the potential of hemiparasites as alternative sources of natural antioxidants. 

The study is well-structured, the experimental methods are appropriate, and the results are consistent and logically interpreted.

The abstract and introduction are slightly lengthy, with excessive detail on traditional uses and experimental protocols, which could be condensed for clarity. 

References are relevant but not fully up-to-date; inclusion of more recent (post-2018) studies on polyphenols, flavonoids, and antioxidant activity would strengthen the manuscript. 

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and suitable for publication after minor to moderate revisions focused on conciseness, language polishing, and strengthening of the literature base
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