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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 present manuscript contributes to the scientific community by providing a validated integrative approach for the accurate identification of Curcuma aeruginosa, a medicinally valuable species that is often confused with closely related taxa in herbal markets. By integrating morphological observation, herbarium authentication, and chloroplast rbcL sequence analysis, the study establishes a reliable reference framework for species confirmation within the genus Curcuma. Accurate taxonomic verification is particularly important for studies related to pharmacognosy, phytochemistry, and medicinal plant research, where species misidentification may affect experimental outcomes and therapeutic interpretations. Therefore, the findings of this work offer a useful baseline for future systematic, molecular, and applied research involving Curcuma species and other members of the Zingiberaceae.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the manuscript is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the molecular authentication and phylogenetic characterization of Curcuma aeruginosa using rbcL gene sequences. It accurately represents the core methodology and taxonomic focus of the study. However, the title could be slightly refined to improve readability and emphasize the integrative approach used in the study.

Suggested alternative title:
1. Molecular Authentication and Phylogenetic Placement of Curcuma aeruginosa Roxb. Based on Chloroplast rbcL DNA Barcoding
	

	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 clearly outlines the aim of the study and summarizes the main methods and findings. It appropriately mentions the use of morphological observation, herbarium verification, and rbcL gene sequencing to confirm the identity of Curcuma aeruginosa. The presentation of the BLAST results and phylogenetic placement also helps in understanding the outcome of the molecular analysis.

However, a few small improvements could make the abstract more complete. The authors may briefly mention the source of the plant material and the ex-situ cultivation used for morphological confirmation. Some sentences related to authentication and confirmation appear slightly repetitive and could be condensed for better flow. In addition, the final part of the abstract could briefly emphasize the practical importance of the work, particularly its relevance for accurate identification of medicinal plants and reducing misidentification in herbal trade. Overall, only minor revisions are needed to improve clarity and conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and presents a clear methodology for the authentication of Curcuma aeruginosa using morphological observation, herbarium verification, and rbcL gene sequencing. The experimental procedures and analyses used in the study are appropriate and consistent with standard practices in plant molecular taxonomy. The molecular results and phylogenetic analysis support the identification of the species. However, minor clarifications in reporting BLAST similarity values and additional details on the phylogenetic analysis would improve the scientific clarity of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally adequate and include both classical taxonomic literature and recent studies related to Curcuma, DNA barcoding, and phytochemical research. The inclusion of several recent publications strengthens the background and discussion. However, the authors may consider adding a few additional recent studies on molecular authentication and phylogenetic analysis of Curcuma species to further support the discussion. Overall, the reference list is appropriate for the scope of the study.

Yes, a few improvements can be made to the reference section:

1. Update with a few recent molecular studies (2023–2025) on Curcuma or Zingiberaceae DNA barcoding to strengthen the molecular taxonomy discussion.

2. Ensure consistent formatting of journal names, author initials, and page ranges according to the target journal guidelines.

3. Check spacing and typographical errors, particularly in species names such as Curcuma aeruginosa Roxb. where spacing is sometimes missing.

4. Some classical references (e.g., older taxonomic works) are appropriate, but adding recent phylogenetic or DNA barcoding studies would improve the scientific currency of the manuscript.

Overall, the references are sufficient, but minor updates and formatting corrections would improve the quality of the reference list.


	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and conveys the scientific content, but it requires some improvement for polished scholarly communication. There are minor grammatical errors, inconsistent spacing in species names, and occasional awkward sentence structures that affect readability. Some sentences are repetitive, particularly when describing authentication or molecular results. Careful editing for grammar, sentence flow, and conciseness would make the manuscript more professional and suitable for publication in a peer-reviewed journal.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important issue in the taxonomy and authentication of Curcuma aeruginosa, a medicinally significant species often misidentified in herbal trade. The integration of morphological, herbarium, and molecular approaches is a strong point and provides a useful reference for future research. Minor improvements in language, data presentation, and methodological detail would enhance clarity and readability. Overall, the study is a valuable contribution to plant systematics, pharmacognosy, and quality control of medicinal plants.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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