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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.


	Manuscript will add into existing scientific data with four (4) different parts of plant and 4 types of antioxidant compound groups, specific to Tunisian Myrtus communis. 
Whereas, DPPH assay for antioxidant activity alone is common and usually requires other method to supplement the data. 
Literature search showed study limited to two (2) famous parts of plant, the leaves and whole fruits:
Stambouli-Essassi, S., Taib, I., Azeza, A., Bendhifi-Zarroug, M., & Hcini, K. (2025). Effect of solvents on variation of polyphenolic content and antioxidant activity of Tunisian Myrtus communis L leaves and berries extracts. J. Pharmacog. Phytochem, 14(1), 290-294.

Yangui, I., Younsi, F., Ghali, W., Boussaid, M., & Messaoud, C. (2021). Phytochemicals, antioxidant and anti-proliferative activities of Myrtus communis L. genotypes from Tunisia. S. Afr. J. Bot, 137, 35-45.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Spelling out “DPPH Radical Scavenging Activity” in the article title for antioxidant activity/potential of respective plant is uncommon, unless specified on the optimizing the assay.

Thus, the suggested title:

Phenolic Composition and Antioxidant Potential of Different Parts of Tunisian Myrtus communis L.

	

	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.


	Suggest to improve on result’s part:
1. The results revealed significant variations in phenolic content among the different plant parts.
2. All parts exhibited notable antioxidant potential, with seed and leaf extracts showing the highest activity, supported by phenolics content.” 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design is well constructed. 

The analysis for DPPH scavenging assay could be improved by using non-linear regression analysis (using Log or sigmoidal type) instead of linear regression to find the IC50 based on the assay principle/ mechanism). Data in figure 3 can be combined into a graph. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Suggest to include these two recent articles in the discussion part:
Yangui, I., Younsi, F., Ghali, W., Boussaid, M., & Messaoud, C. (2021). Phytochemicals, antioxidant and anti-proliferative activities of Myrtus communis L. genotypes from Tunisia. S. Afr. J. Bot, 137, 35-45.

Author to look through the citation format, since not standardized through out the manuscript. 


	

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


	The English quality is good and acceptable. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Suggest to improve the analysis for DPPH radical scavenging assay. To add correlation between DPPH and TPC/TFC/tannin (using Pearson’s correlation, etc.)
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	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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