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	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 manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the scientific community by providing a detailed phytochemical and GC-MS–based characterization of Platycerium bifurcatum, a medicinal fern whose therapeutic claims have largely been supported by traditional knowledge rather than molecular evidence. By systematically correlating identified bioactive compounds with reported pharmacological activities, the study strengthens the scientific basis of ethnomedicinal practices and advances understanding of the plant’s therapeutic relevance. The comparative evaluation of solvent-specific extraction profiles offers valuable insights into compound selectivity and bioactive diversity, which are crucial for natural product research and drug development. Overall, the work serves as a reliable reference for researchers in pharmacognosy, phytochemistry, and pharmaceutical sciences seeking novel bioactive leads from underexplored medicinal plants.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is generally suitable as it reflects the focus on bioactive compounds and the medicinal importance of Platycerium bifurcatum. However, it can be improved by clearly mentioning the GC-MS analytical approach, which is a key part of the study. A more precise and scientific alternative title could be: “GC–MS Analysis of Bioactive Compounds in Platycerium bifurcatum Leaf Extracts and Their Phytomedicinal Significance.”

	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the aim, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the number of major compounds identified and highlighting one or two key biological implications to strengthen its impact. Reducing overly detailed methodological descriptions and focusing more on the significance and potential applications of the findings would make the abstract more engaging and reader-friendly. Overall, a slightly clearer emphasis on the study’s novelty and relevance to future research would enhance the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and follows accepted research methodologies. The experimental approach and data interpretation are appropriate and well aligned with existing scientific literature. Overall, the study is reliable, with only minor scope for improvement in clarity and presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and relevant to the study, with a good number of recent publications included. They adequately support the methodology and discussion of phytochemical and GC-MS findings. However, a few older or repetitive references could be reduced, and adding one or two more recent, focused studies on GC-MS analysis of medicinal ferns would further strengthen the reference section.


	

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


	Yes, the language and English used in the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear and understandable, though minor grammatical and stylistic refinements would improve readability and flow. Overall, the manuscript effectively conveys the scientific content.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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