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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	Yes
The title mentions the pharmacological characteristics of plants, but the results and discussion section lacks a detailed examination of these characteristics. So I suggest an alternative title. 
Title- Exploring Ethnobotanical Aspects of Traditional Medicinal Plants in Somalia
The abstract is concise but could benefit from additional details regarding the results section, particularly identifying which medicinal plant is most commonly used among all.
I suggest that the authors relocate Table 1 within the manuscript to a more appropriate position, as its content currently lacks proper integration with the introduction section.
Yes, the manuscript "Ethnobotanical and Pharmacological Characteristics of Traditional Medicinal Plants of Somalia" is scientifically sound. It rigorously explores the traditional uses, ethnobotanical knowledge, and pharmacological characteristics of medicinal plants indigenous to Somalia, contributing valuable insights into their potential therapeutic applications. The study adheres to established scientific methodologies in ethnobotany and pharmacology, ensuring reliability and validity in its findings.
I suggest incorporating more recent references to strengthen the manuscript's foundation and align it more closely with current ethnobotanical research standards. Here are some references that exemplify the structure of ethnobotanical research papers.
1. Kalita, M., Alam, S.M. and Jelil, S.N., 2024. An ethnobotanical study of traditionally used medicinal plants: Case study from Assam, India. Ethnobotany Research and Applications, 27, pp.1-25.
2. Alemu, M., Asfaw, Z., Lulekal, E., Warkineh, B., Debella, A., Sisay, B. and Debebe, E., 2024. Ethnobotanical study of traditional medicinal plants used by the local people in Habru District, North Wollo Zone, Ethiopia. Journal of Ethnobiology and Ethnomedicine, 20(1), p.4.
3. Tamang, S., Singh, A., Bussmann, R.W., Shukla, V. and Nautiyal, M.C., 2023. Ethno-medicinal plants of tribal people: A case study in Pakyong subdivision of East Sikkim, India. Acta Ecologica Sinica, 43(1), pp.34-46.
The author mentions the preparation of voucher specimens in the methodology; however, Table 3 lacks voucher specimen numbers. Therefore, I recommend the author include these details in Table 3 for clarity and completeness.
The conclusion section could benefit from elaboration, particularly by identifying candidate species for phytochemical and pharmacological investigation based on the findings. Overall, the documentation is commendable and engaging, with potential for further enhancement.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language used in the manuscript is well-suited for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	No comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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