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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.


	The manuscript investigates the phytochemical constituents of Amaranthus spinosus leaf extract using GC-MS analysis. Medicinal plants remain an important source of bioactive compounds with potential pharmacological applications, and the chemical profiling of such plants contributes to the scientific understanding of their therapeutic value. The identification of multiple phytochemical constituents in the extract provides useful baseline information for future pharmacological and drug discovery studies. Overall, the study contributes to the growing body of research on plant-derived bioactive compounds and their potential biomedical relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title generally reflects the content of the manuscript; however, there are minor grammatical issues that should be corrected. The phrase “leave extract” should be corrected to “leaf extract.”

Suggested revised title:

“GC-MS Analysis of Bioactive Compounds in Ethanolic Leaf Extract of Amaranthus spinosus.”

This version improves clarity and scientific wording.
	

	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 adequately summarizes the aim, methodology, and major findings of the study. However, several improvements are recommended:

1. The extraction method described as aqueous extraction conflicts with the title mentioning ethanolic extract, which needs clarification.

2. Minor grammatical corrections are needed throughout the abstract.

3. The conclusion sentence should be slightly shortened to improve clarity.

4. The abstract could briefly mention the analytical conditions or database used for compound identification.

Overall, the abstract is informative but requires minor revision for clarity and consistency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study follows a generally acceptable structure and describes GC-MS analysis for phytochemical profiling. The methodology section provides useful information regarding plant collection, extraction, and instrumental parameters.

However, some scientific issues require attention:

1. The extraction method inconsistency (aqueous vs ethanolic extract) must be clarified.

2. The Results and Discussion section lacks a deeper analytical interpretation of the detected compounds.

3. Some statements about biological activities appear speculative and should be better supported with references.

4. The discussion occasionally shifts from analytical results to unrelated pharmacological claims without experimental validation.

Overall, the study appears technically sound but requires moderate improvement in scientific discussion and clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains a reasonable number of references, including several recent publications from 2023 to 2026, which support the relevance of the topic.

However, the following improvements are recommended:

1. Some references appear unrelated to the specific compounds identified in the GC-MS analysis.

2. A few citations appear overgeneralized, especially in the discussion of pharmacological activities.

3. Additional references specifically related to GC-MS profiling of Amaranthus species or similar medicinal plants would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript requires significant English language editing before publication. Professional language editing or proofreading is recommended to improve readability and scholarly presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript would benefit from language editing for grammar and clarity.

2. The inconsistency between ethanolic and aqueous extraction methods must be corrected.

3. The Results and Discussion section should focus more on the interpretation of the GC–MS data rather than extended general pharmacological claims.

4. A chromatogram figure (GC–MS spectrum) should be included as it is not already provided.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical concerns were identified. The study involves phytochemical analysis of plant material and does not involve human or animal subjects. However, authors should ensure that plant identification and collection procedures follow institutional or national guidelines.
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