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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 insights into traditional knowledge of antimalarial plants in northern Côte d'Ivoire, a region with high malaria burden and limited access to modern health services. Documenting local medicinal practices is important because such information can guide future pharmacological studies and drug discovery efforts. The study also helps preserve indigenous knowledge that is at risk of being lost due to modernization. By focusing on a relatively under-documented area, it adds to the broader ethnopharmacological literature in West Africa and contributes to global understanding of biodiversity-based healthcare resources.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and appropriate. It accurately reflects the focus and scope of the study. A slightly shorter alternative could be: "Ethnopharmacological survey of antimalarial plants used by traditional healers in Dikodougou, Côte d'Ivoire."
	

	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-structured and concise. However, it could benefit from a brief statement on the implications of the findings, such as the potential for pharmacological validation or conservation needs. At present, it reads more like a summary of results without highlighting the broader significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology—based on ethnobotanical surveys, herbarium identification, and citation frequency analysis—is appropriate for the study aims. The results are clearly presented and discussed in relation to existing literature. One limitation is the small sample size (15 healers), which should be acknowledged more explicitly as it affects representativeness. The conclusions are consistent with the data, though the recommendation section could emphasize future phytochemical and pharmacological validation more strongly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include both recent (2023–2025) and older sources, which is commendable. However, some citations are quite dated (1990s) and could be supplemented with newer ethnopharmacology and drug discovery literature, particularly studies linking traditional antimalarial plants to bioactive compounds. For example, works on Artemisia annua and related African pharmacological evaluations might strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable but requires editing for grammar and flow. Some sentences are overly long or awkwardly structured. A careful language revision will improve readability and ensure suitability for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures should be improved for clarity and resolution.

Some plant names and citations need uniform formatting (e.g., consistency in italics for Latin names).
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