EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. In this manuscript, the authors studied the Quantitative Phytochemical profiling, Nutritional composition and Antioxidant activity of Carica papaya (paw-paw) leaves. The primary objective of the study was to determine the phytochemical composition, approximate content, and activity of papaya leaves in combating DPPH free radicals. Papaya, one of the most valuable tropical organic foods, contains beta-carotene, protein, carbohydrates, vitamins, and minerals. Some unconfirmed and preliminary scientific data suggest that papaya leaf extracts may help increase platelet levels. This may be particularly important for people suffering from diseases such as dengue fever. Long-term consumption of a variety of foods high in phenolics may help prevent and treat diabetes, cancer, osteoporosis, cardiovascular disease, neurodegenerative diseases, and other conditions. This demonstrates the originality and relevance of the research topic. The obtained results expand scientific knowledge and demonstrate that papaya leaves may be a good source of antioxidants, which can help reduce oxidative stress and alleviate some disease-related complications. The authors fully achieved their stated goals and objectives. The experimental portion of the study was conducted at a high level, adhering to modern research methods. The materials and methods were selected in accordance with the aim and objectives of the manuscript. The study results were processed statistically, allowing for a comprehensive assessment and analysis. The manuscript is logically organized with a clear text structure. The manuscript is written in understandable English. The authors competently use specialized terms and professional vocabulary. The text contains some typographical and spelling errors and inaccuracies. The authors conducted a comparative analysis of the obtained data. The obtained data were compared with existing literature. The data presented in the manuscript have been adequately analyzed. The authors' conclusions are consistent with the research results. The arguments for the conclusion follow naturally from the material. The conclusion provides answers to the research objectives and goals. The bibliography fully supports a literature review in the manuscript's research area. The bibliography is sufficiently comprehensive. The authors cite the literature accurately in the manuscript and do not allow incorrect citations. However, the following comments are possible: 1. Section 2.1. Harvest period of the studied plants. 2. Sections 2.3.2 and 2.4. Methodology used for the analysis. 3. Methodology. When describing the article, avoid dwelling on the principle and procedure. The material should be presented in a free and accessible manner. 4. Conclusion. Supplement with the research results and their evaluation. Correcting these comments will improve the quality of the manuscript and increase reader interest. I recommend revising the manuscript.

	Thanks for your comments. I have done the needful.
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