Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Biochemistry

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRB_138619

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	ETHNOMEDICINAL AND PHYTOPHARMACOLOGICAL REVIEW OF JATROPHA TANJORENSIS

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 papers indicated the latest review of data about the plant JATROPHA TANJORENSIS that helps the reader to be updated on up-to-date and comprehensive review of the plants. The author was able to presents the comprehensively complied the data or evidences about the therapeutic properties of the plants such as the anti-bacterial, anti-cancer, anti-inflammatory and other properties as basis for further parallel study to the scientific community. the papers also clearly explain the traditional use of the plants in the discovery of various medicinal uses for treating diseases.  The author explicitly outlines the scientific validation and traditional uses of the plant in the development of medicine in treating diseases. The author comprehensively profiles the JATROPHA TANJORENSIS that make the manuscript relevant that lead to the development of plant-based medicine. 
Provide a strong case or research gap for further study the JATROPHA TANJORENSIS as a potential medicine or drug in treating diseases. 


	 

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable to the study that explicitly show the scope and content of the manuscript. However, the author may improve the title for clarity and more specific.  
COMPREHENSIVE ETHNOMEDICINAL AND PHYTOPHARMACOLOGICAL REVIEW OF JATROPHA TANJORENSIS (Euphorbiaceae)
	

	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 comprehensively explains the content of the manuscript by outlining the properties of JATROPHA TANJORENSIS. The author may have shortened the explain the morphological portion of the abstract so that the author can include the findings and its implications of the plants in terms of pharmacological properties. The author must include the objectives/aims, methodology, findings, conclusions, and recommendation in the abstract part. 
· Briefly summarize the morphological description of the plant specifically the scope and significance. 

· Include the methodology used (e.g. literature review using the PubMed, Google Scholar……..)

· State the implication of the conducted study and recommendations for future study. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically aligning to the context of the study. The phytochemical and pharmacological properties of the plants were discussed and well-supported by a relevant literature. The data used in the study were tabulated in terms of various of composition of the plant. The author used in-vivo and in-vitro that made the study to its scientific rigor. 
In pharmacological discussions portion ( anti-cancer, hypolipidemic effects), the author must quantify the findings in terms of dosage ranges and effect sizes). 

Observe the consistency of unit and formatting of tables used.
	 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used were recent and relevant that ranges from 2019-2024. This means that the study has an ongoing research gap and ongoing interest to study with to discover new on the plant properties. The author may add more foundational studies to support the study in terms of plant-derived bioactive compounds. 
Include some international studies that compares of the global studies in terms of phytochemical properties of the plant.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is generally acceptable. However, there are some grammatical inconsistencies found in the paper that need more careful round for language editing or proofreading for coherence.  
Language editing is highly recommended to improve the clarity of the manuscript.
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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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