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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 on the radical scavenging potentials of Artocarpus heterophyllus seed extract provides valuable insights into the antioxidant properties of an underexplored plant byproduct, highlighting its potential as a natural source of bioactive compounds. Understanding these properties is crucial for developing novel therapeutic agents or nutraceuticals aimed at mitigating oxidative stress-related diseases, which are implicated in conditions such as cancer, cardiovascular disorders, and neurodegenerative diseases. Additionally, the study contributes to sustainable utilization of jackfruit seeds, a commonly discarded byproduct, thereby promoting waste valorization and supporting eco-friendly approaches in pharmacognosy and food science. Overall, this research bridges gaps in knowledge regarding the medicinal potential of A. heterophyllus seeds and opens avenues for further phytochemical and pharmacological investigations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Focus of the study is not just on “radical scavenging” in general, but on specific antioxidant activities of Artocarpus heterophyllus seed ethanol extract, compared with standard antioxidants, and its potential relevance for oxidative stress-related diseases. The title should therefore reflect both the antioxidant evaluation and the comparison with standards. “Antioxidant and Free Radical Scavenging Activities of Artocarpus heterophyllus Seed Extract”
	

	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 is informative and provides key quantitative results on the radical scavenging and antioxidant activities of Artocarpus heterophyllus seed extract. However, it is somewhat lengthy, repetitive, and could be clearer in language and structure. Simplifying the EC50 reporting, briefly mentioning the type of extract upfront, and concluding with a strong statement on its potential relevance would make it more concise and impactful for the scientific community.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The study employs standard in vitro assays to evaluate the antioxidant and radical scavenging activities of Artocarpus heterophyllus seed extract, reports EC50 values for comparison with recognized standards (ascorbic acid and BHT), and links the observed activities to phytochemical content. The methodology and interpretation of results are consistent with accepted practices in antioxidant research. Minor improvements in clarity and phrasing could enhance readability, but the scientific basis of the work is correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list provided is extensive, relevant, and mostly up-to-date, covering key areas such as free radicals, oxidative stress, antioxidant mechanisms, phytochemical studies, and specifically Artocarpus heterophyllus (jackfruit) research. It demonstrates a solid grounding in the scientific background necessary for your manuscript.
	

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


	Language and English quality of the manuscript is generally understandable but it requires editing for clarity, conciseness, and professional tone to meet scholarly standards. Polishing sentence structure, reducing redundancy, and correcting minor errors would make it suitable for publication.
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