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	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.


	This study holds significance both scientifically and socio-economically. It highlights the ethnobotanical knowledge of the inhabitants of Mapanas who use local plants as alternatives to commercial medicines, which are often expensive and not easily accessible. By identifying and characterizing plant species that are less commonly used for medicinal purposes, this research contributes to the valorization of local medicinal heritage, which is often passed down orally and at risk of disappearing.

Furthermore, the phytochemical analysis of selected plants confirms the presence of bioactive secondary metabolites, paving the way for future pharmacological studies. These results provide a valuable foundation for the discovery or development of drugs derived from local natural resources. Finally, the proposed approach, particularly the use of FTIR spectroscopy to characterize active components, enhances the relevance of this research in the context of sustainable and scientifically grounded medicine.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is clear and informative, but it could be improved.

suggestion: "Medicinal plants used as alternative medecines by inhabitants of Mapanas, Northern Samar, Philippines"
	

	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.


	Suggestions for improvement:

1. Clarify the research objective: the objective could be expressed more succinctly and should mention both the ethnobotanical and phytochemical aspects upfront.

2. Condense overly detailed parts: the list of scientific names and common names in the abstract may be too detailed for this section. Common names are better suited for the main body of the article.

3. If available, mention rare the usage was (e.g., used by only 5% of respondents)
4. Consider using the typical structure of an abstract: Background – Objectives – Methods – Results – Conclusion/Implications

5. The results should be presented following the sequence outlined in the methodology section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is correct, but some parts need clarification:

· include quantitative data like frequency of citation (FC) to strengthen ethnobotanical analysis.

· Consider referencing pharmacological studies of the 5 selected plants, if available, to enhance the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and thematically appropriate, but to meet scholarly standards:
· Replace general websites with peer-reviewed sources.
· Remove duplication (e.g., Auwal, M.S., S. Saka., I.A. Mairiga., K.A. Sanda., A. Shuaibu., A. Ibrahim. Preliminary phytochemical and elemental analysis of aqueous and fractionated pod extracts of Acacia nilotica (Thorn mimosa). Vet Res Forum. 2014 Spring;5(2):95-100. PMID: 25568701;PMCID:PMC4279630. Vs Mohammed, M.A., S. Saka., A.M. Ismail., A.S. Kyari., S. Abdullahi., I. Amina. 2014. Preliminary phytochemical and elemental analysis of aqueous and fractionated pod extracts of Acacia nilotica (Thorn mimosa). Veterinary reseach forum: an international quarterly journal. 5. 95-100. )

· Add more recent (last 5 years) journal articles

· Standardize citation formatting
	

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


	Manuscript is well-written, but language editing is needed for improved cohesion

Conclusion: Use " University " instead of " Univeersity ").
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The Materials and Methods section lacks sufficient detail to ensure reproducibility. While the authors mention conducting phytochemical screening, the protocols for each assay (e.g., alkaloid, flavonoid, saponin detection) are not described in enough depth. Essential information such as solvent concentrations, sample amounts, incubation times, and test conditions is either missing or unclear. For scholarly communication, the methodology must be described in a way that enables other researchers to replicate the study accurately. 

· The statement “From an earlier study which documented 44 plant species being used for medicinal purposes by the local inhabitants of selected barangays of Mapanas, Northern Samar, the five least commonly used or mentioned as medicinal plants were selected for phytochemical screening purposes.” refers to a previous study that is neither cited in the text nor listed in the references. To ensure traceability and verifiability of the data, it is essential to include a complete reference to this study. If it is unpublished or not publicly available, this should be clearly indicated in the manuscript (e.g., “unpublished data” or “personal communication”). The absence of this citation undermines the scientific rigor of the study 
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