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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.


	The manuscript presents a well-structured and methodologically sound investigation into the phytochemical profile and in vitro antioxidant potential of an ethanolic extract of Trigonella foenum-graecum seeds. The study is relevant, as it contributes to the scientific validation of traditional uses of fenugreek. The experimental design is appropriate, employing standard assays for both phytochemical screening and antioxidant activity evaluation. The results are clearly presented and generally support the conclusions.
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	Recommendation:
1. Justification (Page 2, Lines 1-5): The introduction states the aim but does not clearly articulate the unique contribution of this study. Given the substantial existing literature on fenugreek's antioxidants, what specific, previously unaddressed question or methodological gap does this research aim to fill?

2. Quantitative Units (Page 5, Line 19 & Table 2): The quantitative phytochemical results are reported as "mg/100 g." This is an unusual unit that obscures direct comparison with other studies, which typically use "mg/g" or "mg/g GAE/QE." Can you justify this choice of unit, and would you consider converting the data for clarity and comparability?
3. Extraction Yield (Page 4, Line 22): The methodology for extract preparation describes concentrating and weighing the extract, but the final extractive yield (e.g., % w/w) is not reported. Please provide the percentage yield of the extract from the starting dry plant material.
4. Standard Curve for Quantification (Page 6-7, Sections 2.6.2-
2.6.6): For the quantitative assays (e.g., total phenolic, flavonoid content), were standard curves constructed using gallic acid, quercetin, etc.? If so, please include the linear regression equations (R² values) for these standard curves in the methods section to validate the quantification process.
5. Statistical Significance in Tables (Page 10-12, Tables 3, 4, 5): The tables for NO, DPPH, and FRAP assays show mean ± SEM values but no indication of statistical significance. For which concentrations was the extract's activity statistically comparable to that of Vitamin C? Please add notations (e.g., superscript letters) to indicate significant differences.
6. IC50 Values (Page 10-12, Tables 3, 4, 5): The dose-dependent data is perfect for calculating IC50 values (the concentration required to achieve  50% scavenging/reducing power). Presenting IC50 values for the extract and Vitamin C would provide a much more concise and powerful metric for comparing potency. Were these calculated? If so, please include them.
7. Interpretation of "++" in Qualitative Analysis (Page 9, Section 3.1 & Table 2): The qualitative results use "+" and "++". Please define the criteria or thresholds (e.g., based on intensity of color reaction or foam persistence) used to assign these designations in the methodology section.
8. Saponin Quantification Standard (Page 6, Line 24): The method for total saponin content states that diosgenin was used as a standard. However, diosgenin is a sapogenin, not a saponin. Can you clarify why this specific standard was chosen and how it relates to the quantitative value reported for "saponins"?

9. Grammatical and Typographical Errors (Throughout): There are numerous grammatical errors (e.g., Page 2, Line 1: "Medicinal plants has been"; Page 9, Line 12: "These findings is consistent"). The manuscript requires extensive  language editing by a native English speaker or a professional editing service.
10. Consistency in Terminology (Page 1, Abstract & Page 10, Section
3.3): The abstract mentions "polyphenolic and flavonoid compounds," while the discussion focuses on "phenolic" and "flavonoid" content. Since flavonoids are a subclass of polyphenols, please use the terms consistently and precisely throughout the text.
11. Concentration Ranges (Page 1, Abstract): The abstract states concentrations ranged from 50–800 µg/mL, which is clear. However, in the results, the units are sometimes written as "µg/mL" and other times as "(µg/mL)". Please ensure uniform formatting.
12. Discussion of FRAP Activity (Page 12, Section on FRAP): The
discussion of the FRAP results is quite brief. Can you elaborate more on what the electron-donating capacity, as measured by FRAP, implies for the extract's potential mechanism of action in a biological system, beyond just "terminating radical chain reactions"?
13. Reference Formatting (Page 13-17, References): Several references appear to be incomplete or incorrectly formatted (e.g., Patel et al.,
2019 is split across pages 15 and 16; some journal names are in italics, others are not). Please ensure all references adhere strictly to the target journal's required style guide.
14. Future Studies (Page 12, Conclusion): The conclusion
recommends in vivo studies and compound isolation. Could you be more specific? For instance, what specific oxidative stress-related disorder or model would be most relevant to test first, based on these in vitro results?
15. The authors provide a solid and well-referenced discussion of the topic concerning phytochemical and biological activity methods, adding meaningful contributions to current research
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The manuscript has a solid experimental foundation but requires significant revisions to its narrative,  data presentation, and discussion to meet  the standards of a high-impact journal. The questions below are designed to guide the authors in making these essential improvements.
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