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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 makes important contributions to the scientific understanding of Annona muricata (soursop) by providing a comprehensive comparative analysis of phytochemical composition and antioxidant activities across different plant parts (bark, flesh, and seed). The study addresses a critical gap in natural product research by employing multiple analytical approaches including GC-MS analysis, which identified 134 distinct phytochemicals, offering valuable insights into the biochemical basis of the plant's therapeutic properties. The quantitative assessment of antioxidant activities through multiple assays (DPPH, nitric oxide scavenging, FRAP, and lipid peroxidation) provides robust scientific evidence supporting traditional medicinal uses and establishes a foundation for pharmaceutical development


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title need to revised and make more attractive to the audience such as “Multi-Analytical Assessment of Bioactive Compounds and Antioxidant Activities in Annona muricata Fruit”


	

	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.


	1. The abstract goes into too much detail about techniques (e.g., listing every antioxidant assay). Summarizing them as “multiple in vitro antioxidant assays” would make it tighter.

2. Explicitly state what this study contributes that others have not

3. The study’s findings demonstrate that soursop serves as a significant source of nutrition and phytochemicals” are repeated and could be merged.

4. Instead of general statements like “seed exhibited higher percentages,” include striking comparative data (e.g., “seed protein content was 2-fold higher than flesh”)


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its design, methodology, and presentation of results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are partly sufficient but not recent enough for a competitive scholarly article. Many of the citations are over a decade old, and while they provide useful background, they do not reflect the significant growth of research on Annona muricata and plant-derived antioxidants published in the past 5–7 years.
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	No, the manuscript needs to review and revise thoroughly in terms of English language and grammar.
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