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Where are the standards in your GC-MS experiment? 

How do you know these peaks are right compounds? 

The database can only give you some guidelines.  You 

definitely need standards for your GC-MS.  

 

 

 

 
We have referred many papers regarding GC-MS analysis 
for this study. Most of the study indicated that the name of 
phytocompounds according to the NIST library. They did 
not compare the peaks with standard compounds. In this 
study we have found 39 compounds in leaf and 29 
compounds in stem. So, totally we have reported 68 
compounds. So, there is no possible to use all these 
standard compounds for comparison of this results. And 
also we are not having enough fund for this work. So, we 
request the reviewer to consider the GC-MS chromatogram 
results as like it is. Thank you very much for your valuable 
suggestions.  
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