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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 article is valuable contribution providing a detailed quantitative phytochemical profile, nutritional composition, and antioxidant potential of Carica papaya leaves. Research article focus mainly qualitative detection of bioactive compounds like daidzin, epicatechin, and baicalin, which is important for the plant's therapeutic potential.
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Quantitative Phytochemical Profiling, Nutritional Composition, and Antioxidant Activity of Carica papaya Leaves
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	The abstract need some improvement for impact and clarity, include one or two key quantitative results to make the findings more impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The "Results" section of this manuscript is not written to a scientific standard. The presentation of data without proper context, statistical insignificance, and methodological inconsistencies are main problems.
There is a significant error in the Results. Isorhamnetin is listed twice with different values (4.514 ± 0.00 and 1.761 ± 0.00). This is confusing and must be clarified. 
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	There are numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and repetitions that require polishing to meet publication standards.
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	The manuscript requires professional editing, correct the errors and improve the flow and clarity of the writing.
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