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	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 presents a well-executed phytochemical profiling of Jasminum spp. (Mysuru mallige), using GC-MS after microwave-assisted hydrodistillation (MAHD). The study is particularly valuable due to the underrepresentation of cultivar-specific volatile analyses in scientific literature, especially for a culturally and economically important jasmine variant registered under India's Geographical Indications. The data provide meaningful insights into the differential phytochemical compositions between buds and flowers, shedding light on potential aromatic, therapeutic, and industrial applications. Such profiling adds value to biodiversity research, industrial utilization of floral resources, and cultivar-specific bioactive exploration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is specific, accurate, and reflects the content and objectives of the manuscript.
	

	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 mostly thorough and captures the main findings well. Nonetheless, a few enhancements are suggested:

· Reduce idleness in the first few lines; the phrase “originating from Mysuru, Karnataka, India...” is repeated unnecessarily.

· It might help to briefly reference the analytical technique headspace GC-MS used, since it supports the reliability of the volatile profiling.

Suggested minor modification:

“Mysuru mallige (Jasminum spp.), a jasmine cultivar from Karnataka, India, is known for its unique fragrance and cultural importance. Despite its prominence, its phytochemical profile remains underexplored, especially concerning volatile constituents relevant to industrial and therapeutic applications.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound overall, featuring a well-defined methodology, suitable analytical tools (MAHD-GC-MS), and a thorough interpretation of the findings. The comparative analysis between buds and flowers is particularly noteworthy. 

However, there are areas that could be improved: Clarification on statistical replicates is needed, as it is unclear how many replicates were used for the GC-MS runs. Were the results averaged from multiple extractions or analyses? 

Additionally, the discussion could be enhanced by including quantitative yield comparisons (e.g., % oil yield in buds versus flowers), which would be pertinent for industrial applications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The manuscript cites a broad array of recent and relevant references (2020–2024) alongside some foundational older literature (e.g., Dewick 2002). Key phytochemical and essential oil studies are well integrated.
No additional references are mandatory, though studies validating bioactivity via in vitro or in vivo assays could strengthen future discussions.
	

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


	Yes, overall. The language is scholarly, fluent, and mostly clear. However, minor stylistic improvements and grammar polishing would enhance flow and remove some redundancies. For example:

· “...renowned for its unique fragrance and traditional uses in rituals and ornamental applications.” → remove one of the redundant parts.

· Some long sentences in the introduction and discussion could be broken for clarity.

A professional language edit is suggested prior to publication for polishing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The research effectively combines traditional GI status knowledge of Mysuru mallige with phytochemical techniques. 

Figures 1 and 2 are mentioned but not included or labeled in the document. These chromatograms must be clearly labeled in the final manuscript. 

Consider including quantitative yield data or discussing extraction efficiency for industrial applications.

Future directions are well articulated. However, authors should comment on limitations, such as genotype pooling possibly masking cultivar-specific variations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The research focuses on plant material and does not involve human or animal subjects, so ethical concerns are not applicable.
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