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	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 offers the first comprehensive chemical profile of essential oil from Arbutus andrachne L. leaves collected in Syria, addressing a clear gap in the existing literature. The identification of 61 constituents covering nearly 100% of the oil provides valuable baseline data for future studies on its medicinal, environmental, nutritional, and ornamental potential.

Additionally, the findings highlight phytochemical variability within the Arbutus genus, emphasizing the influence of geographic and climatic factors. This work serves as a solid foundation for further research into the biological and practical applications of A. andrachne essential oil.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Study of the chemical content of extracted essential oil from the plant Arbutus andrachne L. using GC/MS in Syrian coast/Tartous Governorate,” is clear, descriptive, and effectively communicates the core elements of the study—namely the subject (essential oil composition), the plant (Arbutus andrachne L.), the analytical method (GC/MS), and the geographic source (Syrian coast/Tartous). While it is relatively long, its level of detail is appropriate for scientific literature, offering clarity and precision regarding the study’s scope and context. For improved conciseness without losing key information, a suggested alternative title is “Chemical Characterization of Arbutus andrachne L. Essential Oil from the Syrian Coast by GC/MS,” which remains informative yet more succinct. Nonetheless, the original title’s explicit wording may offer advantages in terms of indexing and searchability.
	

	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-written and comprehensive, effectively outlining the background, methodology, key findings, and implications of the study. It introduces Arbutus andrachne L. and its potential applications, describes the collection and analysis methods (steam distillation and GC/MS), and presents the identification of 61 compounds covering 99.7% of the essential oil, including major constituents like Phytol and Decane derivatives. The discussion appropriately links the chemical profile to geographic and climatic factors. To strengthen the abstract, it is recommended to include an explicit statement of novelty—specifically that this is the first comprehensive chemical characterization of A. andrachne essential oil from Syria. This addition would highlight the study’s originality and align the abstract more closely with the main text, enhancing its clarity and impact. No deletions are necessary, as all content is relevant and concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear objectives, a well justified rationale, and a robust methodology. It aims to extract and analyze the essential oil of Arbutus andrachne L. leaves from Syria using hydrodistillation and GC/MS, addressing a clear research gap. The methods are well detailed from sample collection and preparation to oil extraction and analysis ensuring reproducibility. The GC/MS analysis is appropriately conducted, with comprehensive technical parameters provided. The results are logically presented, identifying 61 compounds (99.2% of the oil), and major constituents are clearly highlighted. The discussion compares findings with previous studies, attributing differences to geographic and environmental factors, showing critical insight. The conclusion is well formulated, emphasizing the oil's potential applications and suggesting relevant directions for future research. Overall, the study is methodologically rigorous and contributes meaningful data to the field of natural product chemistry.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a generally sufficient number of references that support the study's background, methodology, and comparative analysis, particularly regarding Arbutus andrachne L. and related species. The literature review demonstrates good coverage of traditional uses, phytochemistry, and geographic variation in essential oil composition. While some references are recent including a 2024 study others are considerably older, with a few dating back to the early 2000s and even 1990. Though older sources can provide foundational context, their use should be balanced with more up to date research, especially in areas like analytical techniques and bioactivity. To enhance scientific rigor and relevance, the authors are encouraged to include newer references on advanced essential oil analysis methods (e.g., GC×GC/MS, HRMS), updated bioactivity studies of key compounds (like Phytol or phthalates), recent reviews on geographic influences on essential oil profiles, and more current ethnobotanical findings related to A. andrachne. This would strengthen the manuscript’s credibility and ensure alignment with the latest developments in natural product research.
	

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


	The manuscript’s English is generally clear and adequate for scholarly communication, with effective use of technical terminology and a logical flow, especially in the abstract, methodology, and results sections. Most sentences are well structured, and scientific terms are applied appropriately, demonstrating a solid understanding of the subject. However, minor grammatical errors, occasional awkward phrasing, and some typographical or formatting inconsistencies (e.g., article usage, redundant terms, and off-centered title formatting) are present. Some sentences could benefit from more concise wording to improve clarity and readability. Standardizing phrasing and refining preposition and article use would also enhance the manuscript’s polish. While the language does not hinder comprehension, a professional English edit especially by a native speaker would significantly elevate the manuscript’s overall quality and suitability for publication.
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