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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 scientific community will find this publication extremely important since it offers a thorough description of the volatile metabolite profiles of thirteen Salvia taxa found in the Isparta area of Turkey. Using sophisticated HS-SPME/GC-MS techniques, the study provides a thorough evaluation of chemical diversity across the Lamiaceae family by detecting 40 to 49 volatile compounds per taxon. In addition, the study builds a strong chemotaxonomic framework by discovering key discriminatory metabolites like as alpha-pinene and trans-caryophyllene and proving distinct interspecific variation. Future phytochemical, pharmaceutical, and commercial applications—especially in the creation of nature-based products—will benefit greatly from these discoveries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, "Comparative HS-SPME/GC–MS Profiling of Volatile Compounds in Salvia (Lamiaceae) Species Naturally Distributed in the Isparta Region (Türkiye)", is highly suitable for a scientific publication
	

	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.
	Overall, the abstract is thorough and organized, providing an efficient synopsis of the study's objectives, methodology, findings, and conclusions. For a phytochemical report to be of good quality, it must include a logical flow and particular quantitative data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article adheres to accepted pharmacological and phytochemical research practices and seems to be of a sound scientific nature. A clear experimental design, suitable statistical validation, and the application of well-established analytical methods all support its validity.
	

	This work's strong point is the abundance of recent and adequate references included in the book.
	This work's strong point is the abundance of recent and adequate references included in the manuscript
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Using proper vocabulary and a serious tone, the writing adheres to the standard format of botanical and phytochemical research.
	

	Optional/General comments
	
	















PART 2:


	
	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, its using plant material for extract and validation studies no need
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	nil
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	nil
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	PART 4: Objective Evaluation:

	Guideline
	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript ( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )
Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8) Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback
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