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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 is highly relevant to the scientific personnel. Its traditional knowledge on medicinal plants used in managing sickle cell disease, a chronic hereditary disorder with high prevalence in Africa. Such ethnobotanical surveys preserve valuable indigenous knowledge that is at risk of being lost due to modernization. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, clear, and informative.
	

	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.


	This abstract provides a concise overview of the study objectives, methods, and findings. However, It could benefit from a clear statement of the study aim and its significance & the conclusion should highlight the need for pharmacological validation of these plants. Will be good to add a final sentence in the abstract indicating the potential scientific and clinical value of these findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, mostly recent, and relevant.
	

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


	The English is understandable but not polished. Some sentences are long and repetitive. Minor grammatical and stylistic editing is required to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper has strong ethnobotanical value and cultural significance. Tables are useful but should be formatted consistently. The discussion could be expanded to compare findings with other regions of West Africa where similar surveys have been done. Highlight the uniqueness of identifying plants such as Rhynchospora corymbosa and their potential therapeutic importance.
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