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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 subject is topical and relevant. The manuscript highlights a solution approach for sickle cell disease prophylaxis. Through this study, the two medicinal plants studied are now known by the scientific community as plants with an anti-sickle cell effect.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate for the article. The methodology used and the results obtained are consistent with the title.
	

	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 of the article is understandable. The issues and objectives of the study are clearly stated
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically well written and very explicit. The methodology is very appropriate and the results are well discussed.
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	The references are sufficient and recent (2009-2025)
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	The English of the manuscript is suitable for scientific communication
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	The manuscript is of high scientific quality. The study addressed is of societal importance.
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