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	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 research is academically significant because it documents the ethnobotanical knowledge of Garcinia afzelii fruits, enhancing the understanding of biological and cultural diversity. Environmentally, it contributes to the conservation of neglected plant species, supporting sustainability (SDG 15: Life on Land). In terms of sustainable development, it promotes food security and the sustainable use of resources (SDG 2: Zero Hunger), thereby supporting local communities.
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	The title is considered very appropriate.
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	The abstract is considered good and sufficient to express the study, the methodology, and the results derived from it.
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	The references provided are quite suitable and offer a solid foundation for the study, covering a diverse range of sources from 1998 to 2020, with a peak of five references in 2016 alone. However, they lack recent contributions beyond 2020, missing out on potential updates or advancements in the field that could further enrich the research. Including works up to that year—like the ethnobotanical surveys and nutritional studies from Mawunu et al. and Rachid et al.—is great, but tapping into post-2020 literature could bring even more freshness and relevance to the article.
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