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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	By offering a thorough phytochemical and in-silico characterization of Passiflora edulis seeds—which are normally thrown away as waste despite having a wealth of bioactive potential—this manuscript significantly benefits the scientific community. By using GCMS analysis to identify several significant phytochemicals and distinct bioactive compounds that have not been previously reported in other studies, the study fills a significant gap in the body of existing literature. Additionally, the research closes the gap between conventional medical uses and contemporary pharmacological applications by identifying three possible lead molecules for drug development using SwissADME software. These results offer a scientific basis for using these seeds to produce goods that improve health, like nutraceuticals or antioxidant supplements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, "Phytochemical profiling and in-silico characterization of Passiflora edulis seed extracts," is highly suitable as it accurately reflects the core methodology and scope of the research. But in this study doing only ADME properties for given novel compound, so avoid to use insilico characterization. For alternative, use- Unlocking the Medicinal Potential of Passiflora edulis Seeds: Phytochemical Screening and In-Silico Drug-Likeness 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.
	The manuscript's abstract is generally comprehensive because it successfully adheres to a standard research flow that includes context, methodology, important findings, and computational validation. By accurately identifying the multi-step approach utilized, including Thin Layer Chromatography (TLC), UV-Vis spectroscopy, Gas Chromatography-Mass Spectroscopy (GCMS), and in-silico ADME analysis, it exhibits a strong methodological breadth. Additionally, by stating that three compounds were effectively identified as possible lead molecules for the drug development process, it offers precise and tangible results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, following a logical progression from qualitative phytochemical screening to advanced GCMS analysis and in-silico ADME validation. It correctly utilizes recognized tools like the SwissADME software and Lipinski’s Rule of Five to identify three potential lead molecules from passion fruit seeds. While the experimental workflow is robust, ensuring consistency between the extract selection for GCMS
and the reported results would further strengthen its technical accuracy.and also add, docking score is added benefit/ strengthen to this manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are sufficient for the scope of the study and cover the essential methodologies (GCMS, SwissADME, Lipinski's Rules).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English quality is sufficient for peer review, but a final round of expert proofreading with an emphasis on grammatical polishing and "academic hedging" (using terms like suggests, potential, or indicates rather than definitive claims) would increase its overall impact.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Change title, add docking studies for the lead the molecules and their docking score for target protein and also add cytotoxicity studies for all compounds.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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