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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 manuscript holds significant value for the scientific community, particularly in the fields of ethnobotany, ethnopharmacology, and natural product chemistry. It documents traditional knowledge on medicinal plants from a geographically isolated region in the Philippines, contributing to the preservation and validation of indigenous practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and scope of the study. No changes are necessary.


	

	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-structured and concise, summarizing the objectives, methodology, major findings, and implications of the study. However, it could be slightly improved by explicitly mentioning the method used for phytochemical screening and highlighting the most relevant secondary metabolites detected
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The objectives are clear, the methodology is appropriate, and the results are presented and discussed in a logical and coherent manner. The use of validated procedures for phytochemical screening and proper botanical authentication strengthens the credibility of the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include both classical and recent sources. The inclusion of recent studies (from 2018–2021) on phytochemical screening and ethnobotany adds current context to the findings. No additional references are required at this time.

	

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


	The language is generally clear and appropriate
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study offers a valuable ethnopharmacological perspective and serves as a basis for further chemical and pharmacological analyses.
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