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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 on bioactive compounds in whole 'Ataiko' seeds assessment using GCMS is an attempt to divulge information on specific seed variant. The paper comprises of scientic assessment of componds by using GCMS. Importance is give on identifying the possible benefit of bioactive compounds by comparing with previous research. Paper emphasizes only on one instrumentation technique
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Quantification of bioactive compounds in whole Aframomum daniellii using GCMS with aid of different extracts.


	

	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.


	Abstract contains all findings reported in results of manuscripts. Grammatical mistakes  were identified and corrected in track change mode. Need good projection of graph and the method adopted for GCMS must be justified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I asses it as correct. Some more scientific evidences and its comparison will enhance quality of paper
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient
	

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


	Scope is there for further improvement. English usage can further be improved by revisiting the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscript is well organised with required amount of information. However, the quantum of work is limited to only one instrumental outcome. The insights of the paper would help to scientific community to compare bioactive compounds in other biological matrix. 
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	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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