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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 provides systematic and comparative data that can improve the current level of understanding and fills the gaps of knowledge, and thus, this publication is of high value to the scientific community. The data is reliable and replicable for further study since the paper combines effective experimental and analytical techniques with clear-cut explanations. This paper can serve as a valuable tool for experts in different fields because the work not only emphasizes the fundamental principles but also the possible applications. Taking everything into consideration, the manuscript contains valuable scientific information that can serve as the stimulating force for further studies and the development of new technologies and approaches.
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	Yes, the abstract follows a structured format.
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In Table 3, polyphenols are indicated as - (negative) for both extracts in the qualitative analysis.   and highly significant values are given in the quantitative analysis (TPC) (Table 5).
The research is highly valuable; however, the discrepancy between the qualitative and quantitative information on the phenolic compounds needs to be clarified to maintain the scientific integrity of the manuscript.
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