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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 research supports the search for the plant-based nutraceutical industry
-It promotes sustainable natural product discovery
- In line with the SDGs 3,9, and 15

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.


	No. What is the rationale? The methodology is not descriptive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the methodology leaves one doubting the rationale of your extraction. You state slight modifications, what are they? What ratios were used? The reference material (Afzal et al., 2021) was used at 30g, dipped in 300 ml of methanol for extraction at a 1:10 w/v ratio. Do you use 1 kg with no specified solvent amount? How did you get your extraction yields, then?  Why different solvents? What is your rationale? Which one was best for extraction based on polarity, as you allege? Did you consider the optimal soaking time, considering possible degradation or oxidation of the phenolic compounds? What percentage of solvent did you use for your extraction? 100%, 80% 70 % considering the polarity of the hydroxyl group? Did you consider photodegradation of light-sensitive bioactive compounds?
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	Sufficient references. However, note the in-correct in text citations.
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	The quality of English is fair. The language needs to flow
	

	Optional/General comments


	Kindly note the many spellings, punctuation errors, and spacing. For instance, you have no comma before 'and', which…
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