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Compulsory REVISION comments
This manuscript is good in its contents and composition, only needs a little Noted
improvement

Minor REVISION comments
Keywords are usually arranged in alphabetical
The manuscript has been corrected
In 2.2 Elemental analysis, is it true that glycosides are analyzed with AAS ?

Table 1, 2 & 3, usually the letters in the table are smaller than the text

There is no discussion about Carica papaya seeds extracts

Optional/General comments

Only two of the 24 references are less than 10 years old
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