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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.


	Significance for the scientific community:

This manuscript makes an important contribution to the fields of ethnopharmacology and wound healing by scientifically supporting the traditional use of Albizia antunesiana. The thorough analysis of its chemical components, anti-inflammatory effects, antibacterial properties, and safety profile really highlights its potential as a valuable option for developing new or complementary treatments for wounds. This study provides useful knowledge for researchers focused on natural therapies, especially those working in resource-limited environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, relevant, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 informative and summarizes the study well. However, consider trimming a few sentences for conciseness and improving clarity by simplifying complex phrases.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. The methods are appropriate and the results support the conclusions. Minor improvements in statistical reporting and consistency of units would enhance clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are mostly relevant and up-to-date. No additional references are necessary, but attention to consistent citation formatting is recommended.
	

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


	Generally yes, but minor grammatical and syntactical edits are suggested to improve clarity and flow. A light proofreading is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	•
Figures (e.g., Figure 2) should be better integrated and labeled for clarity.

•
A brief discussion on study limitations would improve the manuscript’s transparency.

•
Overall, this is a well-executed and informative study that merits publication after minor revision.
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