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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is important for scientific community because a detailed scientific investigation of a phytochemical composition of Ageratum Conyzoides leaves using two important methods/techniques  GC-MS and HPLC techniques. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, appropriate and it reflects the aim and objective of the study
	

	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.


	Abstract is appropriate needs no change
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, The article is scientifically correct on the basis of strength of the article such as dual analytical approach that provides a comprehensive finger print of Volatile and Non Volatile bioactive compounds.  This will strengthen the article because the interpretative death of phytochemical profile. However there are some weaknesses where the author has to improve,
a. Should include Literature Review and compare the present research with that of the findings of the other research scholars.
b. The Research Scholar has not mentioned regarding the limitations of the Research work which is more important.

While mentioning methods of Research work carried out, the author should focus on caliberation/validation and quality control of the research work.
	

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

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


	appropriate
	

	Optional/General comments


	As a whole, the research work is gazed by virtue of its strengths, weakness where to improve and specific suggestion. The specific areas like strengths and weaknesss are already mentioned above.

In view of the importance of the Research work i would like to add few specific suggestions that may be considered.

a. The discussions and analysis part should be improved by comparing similar reasonal extraction studies previously conducted and comparing the present to highlight the uniqueness and other important analysis that the researcher has able to identify. So that the research scholar can mention the same in the other chapters namely suggestions and future study. 
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