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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable morphological and anatomical data on three Datura species collected from Tutti Island, Khartoum, Sudan. The study is important because it fills a significant gap in regional floristic and taxonomic documentation of the genus Datura in Sudan, especially regarding D. ferox, which is newly recorded for the region. The detailed macro- and micro-morphological observations and dichotomous keys enhance the reliability of species identification, which is vital for both taxonomic and ethnobotanical studies. Moreover, the findings have potential applications in pharmacognosy and conservation planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content and objectives of the manuscript. It is concise, specific, and scientifically appropriate.
No change suggested.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly outlines the aim, methods, and major findings. However, it could be slightly improved by emphasizing the taxonomic implications and novelty (i.e., the new record of D. ferox in Sudan). Adding one sentence summarizing the major distinguishing microscopic characters would make it more informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows accepted taxonomic and anatomical research methodologies. The identification procedures, dichotomous keys, and interpretations are logical and consistent with previous studies. Minor editorial corrections may improve clarity but no major scientific flaws are noted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include several recent (2020–2025) studies. A few classical taxonomic references are also rightly cited. No additional references are required.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and comprehensible, though minor grammatical and typographical errors are present. A careful proofreading or light language editing is recommended to improve fluency and consistency (e.g., standardize “micro-morphological” vs. “micromorphological,” and correct minor spelling issues).
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript represents a valuable taxonomic contribution to the flora of Sudan. The clear morphological descriptions, photographic documentation, and dichotomous keys enhance its utility for botanists and pharmacognostic. With minor language corrections and a slightly improved abstract, the paper is suitable for publication.
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