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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 paper reviews and systematically integrates the two core pathways of plant terpene biosynthesis (MVA and MEP) and their key enzymes and regulatory mechanisms, providing a clear panorama for understanding different precursor assignments and molecular regulatory networks. By summarizing the cases of gene function verification and metabolic engineering, this paper points out the key bottlenecks and intervenable nodes that limit terpene yield, which has direct guiding significance for synthetic biology, natural product drug discovery and crop trait improvement. In addition, the manuscript identifies gaps in current research such as pathway interaction, interorganelle substrate transport, and quantitative metabolic flow, which can point out future research directions for experimental designers and model builders. Overall, this review not only helps to accelerate the accumulation of knowledge in the study of basal metabolic pathways, but also provides an important reference for translational applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title of the article is very appropriate. The title is concise and accurately summarizes the research scope and focus 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 summary is not comprehensive enough. It is recommended to condense the summary background into one sentence; Add one or two sentences of core conclusions or opinions; Finally, the significance and potential application value of the review are summarized in one or two sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this paper is basically correct in terms of scientific framework and logic.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient in establishing the basic theory, but representative empirical studies and several reviews in the past 3–5 years need to be supplemented to enhance the support for successful cases and new developments in metabolic engineering
	

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


	Overall, it can meet the basic requirements of academic exchanges.
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