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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.


	This work is significant to the scientific community because it offers a thorough and stem-specific phytochemical characterisation of Digitaria ciliaris, a medicinal grass that has been used traditionally for therapeutic purposes but has gotten little analytical attention. The study connects ethnomedicine with contemporary analytical science by using GC–MS analysis to provide a clear chemical basis for the plant's stated anti-inflammatory, antidiabetic, and antibacterial qualities. For researchers interested in pharmacognosy, drug development, and natural product chemistry, the identification of numerous and physiologically significant chemicals provides a useful resource. All things considered, the paper provides valuable baseline data that can direct further research on Digitaria ciliaris and similar species in the areas of experimentation, pharmacology, and translation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the existing title is appropriate since it accurately conveys the study's objectives, the plant species under investigation, and the analytical technique employed.
	

	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 general, the abstract is thorough and provides a clear summary of the study's objectives, methodology, and key conclusions. It gives readers enough details about the plant material, extraction technique, GC-MS analysis, and major compounds found to enable them to easily grasp the breadth and importance of the work.

In order to avoid overinterpretation, it could be beneficial to briefly state in the abstract that the described biological activities are deduced from the body of existing literature rather than being empirically confirmed in this work. Additionally, by focusing on the main classes of bioactive molecules found rather than the lengthy list of specific compounds, the abstract could be somewhat condensed. Overall, there is no need for significant additions or removals, just minor adjustments.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is suitable for a phytochemical profiling study in terms of methodology and scientific soundness. Plant collection, methanolic extraction, GC–MS analysis, and chemical identification using recognized spectral libraries are all part of the experimental design, which adheres to common and generally recognized protocols in the study of natural products. Chromatographic data, peak area percentages, and pertinent literature references that connect the detected chemicals to established biological functions are used to support the results, which are presented in an understandable manner.
	

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

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


	The manuscript's overall English quality and language are generally appropriate for scholarly communication, and the scientific substance is comprehensible throughout. The format and vocabulary employed are suitable for a study on phytochemistry and medicinal plants.
	

	Optional/General comments


	All things considered, this is a well-structured and significant work that focuses on stem-specific phytochemical profiling to address an understudied element of Digitaria ciliaris. The results are given clearly with pertinent supporting literature, and the technique is adequate. The manuscript would be boosted much further with small language clarity changes and a more cautious formulation of biological implications. Future experimental and pharmacological research on this plant species may be encouraged by the study, which offers helpful baseline data.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NO
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