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	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.


	Studies that evaluate the safety and efficacy of medicinal plant use are very important for public health, especially in developing countries, where phytotherapy is a significant part of health treatments. In this sense, this article has social and scientific relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is consistent with the objectives and methods used.
	

	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 written and covers the objectives, methods, and results of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents accurate scientific data, although citations and references need to be reviewed, as there are articles cited in the text that are not in the references, articles with invalid or incorrect DOIs (the DOI used refers to a different article than the one cited), and citations with incorrect publication years. The results obtained are relevant, and the discussion is consistent.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, but need to be reviewed, especially regarding inconsistencies in the DOIs (some do not correspond to the articles mentioned, for example, Okafor et al., 2019; Gamel et al., 2023, among others) and there are cited articles that are not in the references (Sofowora, 1982; Ejenadia & Ibezute, 2025).
	

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


	The language is understandable and accessible.
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