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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.


	1. This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it consolidates and critically evaluates the taxonomy, distribution, phytochemical composition, and potential applications of Moringa oleifera.
2. It consists of the wide use in nutrition, medicine, and industry, a comprehensive understanding of its bioactive constituents provides a valuable foundation for future pharmacological and clinical research.
3. This work bridges the gap between ethnobotany and modern drug discovery.
4. It offers a reliable reference for researchers, academicians, and policymakers interested in developing sustainable therapeutic and nutraceutical products.
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	Yes, the abstract is informative & comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The taxonomy, distribution, and phytochemical composition of Moringa oleifera are well-documented and supported with appropriate references from reputable sources. The phytochemical data are consistent with previously reported studies, and the nutritional and therapeutic relevance of the plant has been accurately described.
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	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant and provide a good foundation; however, they are not fully sufficient in terms of recency. While some older but important sources (1980s–2014) have been included, the manuscript would benefit from incorporating more recent studies that cover phytochemistry, pharmacological properties, and emerging applications of Moringa oleifera.
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	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, coherent, and well-structured, with scientific terminology used appropriately.
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