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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript will contribute to the conservation of plant species particularly those that are under threat. It will expose scholars to species which are under studied event though they contribute substantial to human survival and ecosystem balance
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes please.
	

	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 is well written and detailed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors made use of current literature which is commendable. However, a random sample of the reference showed some of them reference are in the text but not on the list. For example, Zakaria and Akomolafe (2019), NIMET, 2024. The authors should go through the entire work to ensure that each appeared on the list and the text as well
	

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


	Yes. But the author has to do a lot of proof reading to correct few grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The write up is good. The challenge however, is that the manuscript is not structured base on achievable objectives. As a result, reviewing the result and discussion section become difficult. I suggest the author structure the work base on achievable objectives and develop the result sections base on those subsections. The author should cross check my comments in the main document
PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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