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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 provides comprehensive GC-MS and HPLC profiling of Ageratum conyzoides, a medicinally important plant with ethnopharmacological relevance. The study highlights the presence of bioactive compounds with antimicrobial, antioxidant, and anti-inflammatory potential, which validates its traditional uses and contributes significantly to the phytopharmaceutical literature. Such findings are valuable for natural product research, drug discovery, and the scientific exploration of plant-based therapeutics.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate as it clearly conveys the methods (GC-MS, HPLC), subject plant, and pharmacological scope. No change required.  
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is well-written and comprehensive. It effectively summarizes methodology, major phytochemical findings, and pharmacological implications. No deletions required, though minor language polishing (e.g., conciseness) could further improve readability.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, GC-MS and HPLC protocols, and interpretation of results align with standard phytochemical practices. Tables and figures are appropriately detailed, supporting the conclusions.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and recent (2015–2025). Authors have cited contemporary studies alongside classical references, covering pharmacological activities and analytical techniques.  
	

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


	Yes, the English is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Some sentences are lengthy and could be refined for clarity, but overall readability is acceptable.  
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