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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.
	The work is interesting because the authors have chosen Ginger, garlic and onion as study material. As they are a part of our daily diet, important compounds responsible for their anti-oxidant activity and anti-fungal activity needs attention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It would be better to modify the title as “EVALUATING THE ANTIOXIDANT ACTIVITY AND IDENTIFYING POTENT COMPOUNDS USING GC-MS ANALYSIS OF ALLIUM CEPA (ONION), ALLIUM SATIVUM (GARLIC) AND ZINGIBER OFFICINALE (GINGER) METHANOL EXTRACTS”.
	

	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 so elaboratively written exceeding the word limit, which should be cut shot making it comprehensive and readable in nature. Here are some suggestions:
1. As per journal format, the abstract is subdivided, but headings for sections should be provided

2. As per journal format, the ‘Aims’ is not clearly written. On first para, the main objective of the present study carried out should be clearly stated
3. Candida albicans should be correctly spelled each time, and once the binomial is written, every other time mentioning in the manuscript (except Tables and Fig), it could be abbreviated as ‘C. albicans’.
4. Provide space break between binomials. In abstract ‘Allium cepa’ and ‘Allium sativum’ has not been provided.
5. Result section could have been comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is written well and scientifically correct. Here are some suggestions:
1. In methodology the word ‘imnisience’ is incorrectly used. Kindly avoid
2. In methodology, capitalize ‘W’ in whatman
3. In methodology, correct the spelling for subheading ‘Phytohemical analysis’

4. In Results, under the subheading ‘Phytochemical constituents of the plant extracts’, every detail in the table is written, instead, main outcomes only should be written. Don’t start the para mentioning table or figure Eg:‘Table 1 or Figure 1’ , instead, cite them where the paragraph ends
5. In Results, under the subheading ‘Antioxidant Potentials of the Plant Extracts’, same applies as above

6. In Results, under the subheading ‘Result of GC-MS Analysis’, it would be better to provide the Chromatogram 
7. In the last section of discussion, it would be better to mention that ‘This work affirms the antifungal activity of these plant extracts, as its phytochemical profile includes those molecules/compound with pre-tested results’. Some future prospects and recommendations could have been included.
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, except some typos and corrections already mentioned
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work is interesting as the molecules responsible for anti-fungal properties of ginger, garlic and onion is evaluated, which is a part of our daily diet. The authors could include images of plants, molecular structures of major compounds or chromatogram to make the manuscript more attractive.
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