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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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community as it highlights endophytic fungi from Zingiber officinale and Ocimum tenuiflorum as promising sources of novel bioactive secondary metabolites. The detailed GC–MS profiling of a Fusarium sp. isolate expands current knowledge on fungal metabolite diversity and its pharmaceutical relevance. The identification of compounds with antimicrobial and antioxidant potential supports ongoing efforts to combat antimicrobial resistance. Overall, the study strengthens microbial bioprospecting research and promotes sustainable natural product–based drug discovery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the current title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the core aspects of the study—GC–MS analysis, endophytic Fusarium sp., and the host plants Zingiber officinale and Ocimum tenuiflorum. However, it could be made more precise and impactful by emphasizing the bioactive or pharmaceutical relevance of the findings.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly presents the background, objective, methodology, and major findings of the study. It effectively highlights the isolation of endophytic fungi, GC–MS profiling, and the identification of bioactive compounds from the selected Fusarium sp. isolate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in concept and structure, and it follows a logical progression from isolation and characterization of endophytic fungi to GC–MS profiling of secondary metabolites. The methodology described (surface sterilization, PDA culturing, submerged fermentation, solvent extraction, and GC–MS analysis with NIST comparison) is appropriate for exploratory metabolite profiling studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	From the information provided, the references cited in your manuscript appear to cover relevant foundational work on endophytic fungi, secondary metabolites, and GC–MS analysis. However, to ensure the reference list is sufficient and up-to-date, it’s important to include recent literature from the last 3–5 years that reflects current advances in endophyte metabolomics, bioactivity screening, and fungal natural products.
	

	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 clearly, but it requires moderate to substantial editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic by exploring endophytic fungi from medicinal plants as potential sources of bioactive secondary metabolites. The study is well-structured and demonstrates a logical workflow from fungal isolation to GC–MS profiling, highlighting the pharmaceutical promise of the selected Fusarium sp. isolate. The focus on traditionally important medicinal plants adds ethnopharmacological value and strengthens the rationale for bioprospecting.To further enhance the manuscript, the authors are encouraged to incorporate molecular identification (e.g., ITS sequencing) to strengthen taxonomic accuracy, provide clearer quantitative antimicrobial data (if performed), and moderate claims regarding compound-specific bioactivity unless supported by bioassay-guided fractionation. Additionally, language editing and formatting corrections will significantly improve readability and professionalism.Overall, the study contributes meaningful preliminary data to the field of endophyte-derived natural products and has potential for publication after addressing the suggested revisions to improve scientific rigor and clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

no major ethical issues are apparent in the manuscript
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