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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 provides valuable scientific evidence supporting the nutritional and therapeutic potential of Carica papaya leaves, a plant long recognized in traditional medicine. By quantifying its vitamin and mineral composition through validated spectrophotometric and atomic absorption methods, the study bridges the gap between folklore knowledge and modern nutritional science. The findings highlight papaya leaves as a rich source of essential micronutrients, supporting their potential use as affordable natural supplements to combat malnutrition and related deficiencies, particularly in developing regions. Furthermore, this research contributes to the growing body of literature promoting plant-based nutraceuticals and encourages further exploration of Carica papaya in pharmaceutical and functional food formulations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Mineral and Vitamin Composition of Carica papaya Leaves” is clear, concise, and scientifically acceptable. It accurately reflects the core focus of the study — the analysis of minerals and vitamins in papaya leaves.

However, it could be slightly improved to make it more informative and engaging for scientific readers by highlighting its purpose or significance.
Here are some refined alternatives you might consider:
1. Determination of Mineral and Vitamin Composition of Carica papaya Leaves and Their Nutritional Significance
2. “Nutritional Evaluation of Carica papaya Leaves: Analysis of Vitamin and Mineral Composition”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive, but it can be improved.
Suggestions:
Add a brief rationale or knowledge gap (why the study is important).
Reduce excessive numerical data and highlight only key findings.
Simplify methods (mention analytical techniques briefly).
Strengthen the conclusion by emphasizing the practical use of papaya leaves in nutrition or health.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall — it follows standard research structure, uses appropriate analytical methods (spectrophotometry and AAS), and presents data logically with proper interpretation.
However, a few minor improvements could make it stronger:
Some method descriptions are overly detailed and could be summarized.
A few references are slightly outdated; adding recent ones would enhance credibility.
Statistical reporting (e.g., mean ± SEM with p-values) could be presented more clearly in tables or figures.
The discussion could better connect results with previous studies and explain possible mechanisms.
 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	The language of the article is generally clear and understandable, but it is not fully polished for scholarly publication. The writing effectively communicates the research content, yet several grammatical, stylistic, and formatting issues need attention to meet academic standards.
Suggestions for improvement:
Simplify long sentences to improve readability and flow.
Check verb tenses — methods should be in past tense; results and discussion may use present tense when explaining facts.
Correct minor grammatical errors (e.g., article use, punctuation, and spacing).
Maintain consistency in scientific terms and units (e.g., mg/100 g, not mg/100g).
Use formal scientific tone, avoiding overly narrative or repetitive phrases.
The English quality is acceptable but requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and clarity to make it fully suitable for scholarly communication and journal publication.
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