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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 systematically examines the phytochemical composition, proximate analysis, and antioxidant potential of Syzygium cumini, a medicinally significant but underutilized fruit. The data shows how important it is for nutrition and health, confirming traditional uses with scientific proof. These findings help researchers make plant-based foods, supplements, and natural antioxidants.
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	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 gives a clear summary of the background, methods, results, and conclusion. However, the methods section is too detailed for an abstract, and the results section should be more concise, focusing on important numbers. Suggestions:  The author can make the methods section shorter by leaving out specific tests. Include numbers like percentage changes in antioxidant activity or mineral levels to make the results more impactful
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct in terms of study design, methodology, and interpretation of results. However, the author may include few more points to validate their findings and a comparison of the present findings with those of similar studies on other fruits or parts of S. cumini.in the result and discussion section
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	References are sufficient, but there are inconsistency in formatting.Few references lack volume,issue,page no. some are in bold, italic  etc.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript requires moderate English editing to improve readability and academic tone. The content is understandable but includes numerous grammatical and typographical issues.
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	The author can 
add a brief discussion comparing seed vs. flesh results with possible biochemical explanations.
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