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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.

	The identification of bioactive compounds in climbing plants that play a synergistic protective role with their supporting plant is a relevant study and adds value to plant ecology and sustainable pest control. This manuscript could stimulate further interdisciplinary research linking chemical ecology and plant physiology. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is appropriate, but it needs to be cleared. The recommended title is: “Synergistic Protective Interactions Between a Climbing Plant (Metrosideros perforata) and Its Supporting Plant (Pinus sylvestris): A GC–MS-Based Study of Bioactive Compounds”. 

	

	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.

	The IMRAD format in abstract structure is respected, but autours should state the objectives of the study.
The abstract could be simplified for greater clarity. It is excessively long; autours should only mentioned the dominant components identified.   
Autours should add a more concise concluding sentence, focusing on the scientific contribution in ecology or agriculture. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The analytic methods are appropriate, and well described. 
· The results are presented in a detailed and structured manner, but no experimental tests of the biological effects discussed have been conducted   
· Well-documented discussion
· No statistic analyses


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references used are diverse, relevant, and mostly recent. However, 4-5 more references (last 5 years) on chemical ecology or plant–insect interactions mediated by volatile compounds should be added.
· Typographical errors to be corrected 
	

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

	The manuscript is understandable but requires a minor revision for grammar and flow.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript presents an interesting hypothesis supported by GC-MS data. However, the discussion section often overinterprets the chemical results by attributing biological activities to them without direct experimental validation. For this purpose, it is strongly recommended to clearly distinguish between experimentally demonstrated results and speculative ecological interpretations.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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)

No ethical concerns
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