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Reviewer Comments to Author: 

This Data Note describes a LC-MS/MS dataset acquired from 1,600 plant extracts, which are a part of the 

Pierre Fabre extract collection. The entire data is available through MassIVE, a proper public repository 

for LC-MS/MS-based metabolomics dataset, with an organized metadata. The background history and 

technical method are well described. All the curated data are accessible through hyperlinks. Large-scale 

mass spectrometry data on plant specialized metabolites cannot be found commonly, so this Data Note 

have its own value, and it will be beneficial to the other researchers in relevant fields. Thus, I 

recommend the publication of this Data Note.I only have minor comments as below:- Abstract should 

clarify that this dataset came from LC-MS/MS.- If the authors can give some examples how (I mean 

technically) this dataset could be re-used, it will be beneficial to the readers. Recently some softwares 

enhancing data re-use in metabolomics have launched, so maybe they are worth to be mentioned.- The 

authors used the word 'exploitation' several times, but it is not clear what it means exactly. Please 

replace it with a word describing what was exactly provided from the data curation.- Introduction: As a 

researcher outside Europe, I cannot understand what the fact that the PFL collection was 'registered' at 

the European Commission means; registered for what, or on which list? Please specify this.- In 

discussion on the taxonomic coverage, the absolute size of each taxon (order and family) should be 

considered. E.g. In the World Flora Online, 5615 species are enlisted in Sapindales while 481 species in 

Cyatheales.- The method for MS/MS molecular networking is described but the resulting network is not 

curated in the main text. Thus, I doubt if the method needs to be included here.- It is interesting that 

flavonoids showed relatively low coverage because it is one of the most commonly distributed classes of 

phytochemicals. Could the authors discuss on this?- In page 13, some subfigures are indexed wrong. 1B 

and 1C should be revised to 3B and 3C, respectively.- Some citations, especially patents, need more 

bibliographic information. 
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