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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	Although many similar works have done on Myrtus communis species, this work is done in Tunisia for the first time and it is worthy from this view point. Moreover, more parts of the plant are mentioned. Previous studied focused on leaves and berries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is better to change it into:
Assesment of Phenolic content and DPPH Radical Scavenging Activity in Different Parts of Myrtus communis from Tunisia
	

	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.


	In my opinion, the authors must introduce the Myrtus communis in one or two sentences and then they turn into the aim of the study. Moreover, the scientific names must be in italic font. They also haven’t mentioned the materials and methods used in this study perfectly. The introduction and materials and methods parts of the abstract must be extended. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It seems that it is correct. However, the manuscript is not ok in this format and major revision must be provided. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. However, some references in the context have no date of publication and some of them are missed. For example Yi et al. that is mentioned in the text is not written in the references.
	

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


	The language quality is awful. Please note the manuscript must be corrected by a native or a person who is expert in English lanugauage. It is not accepted in this format at all. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the materials and methods part, please add the herbarium number of the specimen that is collected and the identifier.  Some sentences are not completed. in some references the publication date is not provided. For example, in Total flavonoid, Tanin etc, the date must be added in the paranthesis and the sentence must be completed. Figures are not arranged perfectly in the text. For example Fig. 1 is not mentioned in the context. The abbreviations under the table 1 is not match with the table text. Please correct them.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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