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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 contributes to the growing body of knowledge on the phytochemical characterization of underexplored medicinal plant species. It highlights the plant’s potential chemotaxonomic and pharmacological relevance, encouraging further confirmatory and bioactivity studies.
	

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

	The title is generally suitable and reflect the technique used for phytochemical identification and characterization.
	

	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 Abstract is well structured. However, it lacks important methodological and quantitative details such as validation parameters, extraction yield, and statistical treatment of data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically structured and carefully described preliminary phytochemical profiling. However, compound identification is based primarily on retention time comparison without additional confirmatory evidence and method validation parameters are not presented.
	

	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?

	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The study represents chromatographic data and attempts standard comparison, which is commendable. However, the scientific rigor needs improvement, particularly with respect to method validation, compound confirmation, and clearer explanation of quantification procedures. Additionally, the emphasis should be on analytical standardization rather than biological evaluation or pharmacological validation.
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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 details)
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