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	Review on Research Article analysis, Phytochemical Antioxidant and Antimicrobial Activity of Strychnos lenticellata

1. Plants are crucial in the creation of medicinal products” could be strengthened with specific examples or mechanisms.

2. The introduction of S. lenticellata is abrupt. Provide brief background on the plant, its traditional use (if any), and why it merits investigation.

3.  Units, instrument names, and reagent concentrations should be presented consistently throughout the section.

4.  Some sentences are incomplete or unclear, particularly the last line in the DPPH assay description.

5.   Provide the concentration of the Folin–Ciocalteu reagent if diluted (commonly 1:10).

6. In Flavonoid test   State clearly whether the absorbance of the blank included all reagents except the extract.

7.  The transformation of DPPH from dark purple to yellow is described, but it would be stronger to specify that the decrease in absorbance at 517 nm indicates radical scavenging activity.   seases. This should be rephrased with a more accurate biological explanation. Concentration ranges not mentioned

8.   The description of the dose-dependent scavenging activity is correct; however, it should be linked to the concentration ranges used in the assay.

9.  The conclusion should acknowledge limitations, such as the need for:

· In vivo validation

· Toxicity studies

· Characterization of active compounds

10. Over all this article is very informative
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