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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.


	Novelty: Provides the first detailed phytochemical profile of  Plagiochasma intermedium using a multi-technique approach (UV, FT-IR, GC-MS).

Methodology: Employed standard and appropriate analytical techniques for the characterization of non-polar plant extracts.

Relevance: Identifies several compounds (e.g., caryophyllene oxide, phytol) with high pharmacological potential, aligning with the growing interest in bryophytes for drug discovery.
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	Key Recommendations:

1. Address Solvent Artifacts: The high abundance of pentane and hexane derivatives (e.g., 65.30% Pentane, 2,4-dimethyl-) strongly suggests solvent contamination. A GC-MS analysis of a pure n-hexane blank is essential to identify and subtract these artifacts. 
2. Bioactivity Claims: The study identifies compounds but does not test bioactivity. Conclusions must be rephrased to state that the extract has potential for activity based on the literature for the pure compounds, not demonstrated activity.

3. Add Essential Collection Details: The voucher specimen number and herbarium of deposit are critical for scientific reproducibility and must be added to the Methods section 2.1.
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