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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.


	 Importance of this manuscript:
This manuscript addresses an important aspect of medicinal plant authentication, focusing on pollen morphology as a taxonomic and quality-control tool. It contributes to linking traditional medicinal knowledge with palynological evidence, which is valuable for biodiversity documentation and herbal standardization in Saudi Arabia. The study also supports conservation and safe use of herbal resources, which has both scientific and societal importance. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant but can be refined for precision and scientific clarity. Suggested title:
“Palynological Authentication of Six Medicinal Legume Species Collected from Al-Madinah Al-Munawwarah, Saudi Arabia.”
	

	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 good overview but needs improvement in flow and clarity. It should clearly mention:

· The study objective and significance.

· The methods used (light microscopy and morphometric analysis).

· Quantitative results with key findings.

· A concise concluding statement emphasizing the contribution.
Some sentences need grammatical and structural improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, sampling, and microscopy are appropriate. However, the Discussion needs deeper comparative analysis with previous studies, and the interpretation of pollen traits should be linked more clearly to taxonomy and ecology. Figures should include scale bars and improved labeling for better reproducibility.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, covering classical and recent works (up to 2025). However, minor formatting inconsistencies exist, and a few duplicated entries (e.g., Rahman et al., 2004) should be corrected.


	

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


	The English language is understandable but requires moderate linguistic editing for grammar, sentence flow, and clarity. Scientific tone can be improved in the Abstract, Introduction, and Discussion.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Ensure all figures have scale bars and magnification details.

· Improve the figure captions with more morphological descriptors.

· Expand the conclusion to highlight the implications for herbal authentication in pharmacognosy and plant taxonomy.

· Check uniformity of plant names (italicization, capitalization).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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