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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.


	This manuscript is of significant importance to the scientific community as it provides valuable ethnobotanical documentation of the diverse illnesses treated and medicinal ingredients used by traditional practitioners in Northwest Nigeria. Given the global interest in integrating traditional knowledge into primary healthcare systems, this study fills a critical knowledge gap by systematically recording indigenous healing practices that are often orally transmitted and at risk of being lost. It offers a foundation for future pharmacological research, cultural preservation, and policy formulation related to traditional medicine. Additionally, the documentation supports the sustainable use of local medicinal resources and highlights the relevance of traditional medicine in contemporary healthcare strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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 provides a general overview of the study; however, it could be improved for better clarity and scientific value. I suggest the following revisions:

· The objective should be stated more precisely, highlighting the significance of documenting traditional knowledge.

· The methods section can be more concise, avoiding excess details such as the full list of states.

· The results are adequately presented, but the abstract lacks a proper concluding sentence that summarizes the implications of the findings for healthcare or knowledge preservation.

· Adding a brief conclusion will enhance the abstract’s completeness and relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses an important and underexplored area by documenting the illnesses treated and medicinal ingredients used by traditional practitioners in Northwest Nigeria. Overall, the scientific approach appears acceptable, especially in terms of qualitative ethnobotanical methods and the use of semi-structured interviews.

However, there are a few concerns regarding scientific rigor:

· The manuscript lacks detailed information on sampling techniques (e.g., how participants were selected—random, purposive, convenience sampling?) and sample size justification, which are crucial for qualitative validity.

· The data analysis section could be expanded to clarify the use of “thematic analysis software”—it would be beneficial to mention the specific software and steps followed.

· The results are largely descriptive; while this is acceptable for exploratory studies, the authors should consider briefly discussing the limitations and potential biases in data collection.
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