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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 research provides novel and relevant information on the phytochemical comparison between a hemiparasitic plant and its host. Its focus on phenolic compounds and antioxidant activity has potential implications for the development of phytotherapeutics and the conservation of native species.
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	The title description is clear and consistent with what was found in the manuscript. No modifications are required. It is suggested that the title remain as is.
	

	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 follows a logical sequence, is well-structured, and reflects the study's objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions. No additional or deletion of points is required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The document contains studies of scientific interest. The methodology is suitable for the identification of antioxidants, using recognized techniques (DPPH, FRAP, Folin-Ciocalteu). However, it is suggested that the discussion of the mechanism of action of polyphenols be improved.
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	The bibliographic references are adequate and cover relevant literature. Some sources are recent, although more recent studies (within the last 5 years) on antioxidant activity from similar studies could be added to strengthen the theoretical framework.
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	The English is generally adequate, although it contains minor grammatical errors and inconsistent use of verb tenses. Professional linguistic review is recommended for publication.
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