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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 study explores the antiviral potential of Ocimum gratissimum (African basil), a widely used medicinal plant in West Africa, against West Nile virus (WNV)—a flavivirus of global concern. Given the ongoing need for novel, plant-based antivirals and the limited therapeutic options for WNV infection, this work holds considerable scientific relevance. It contributes to the ethnopharmacological validation of traditional medicinal resources, promoting bioprospecting for antiviral compounds from natural origins. Moreover, the study provides useful insight into cytotoxic and antiviral screening of essential oils on Vero cells, strengthening the interface between traditional medicine and virology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly reflects the scope and content.
However, for an international high-impact journal, conciseness and clarity can be improved.
Suggested title:
“Antiviral Potential of Aqueous Extract and Essential Oil of Ocimum gratissimum Leaves Against West Nile Virus In Vitro”
	

	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 generally well structured (Aims, Study Design, Methodology, Results, Conclusion). It provides adequate context and main findings.
Revisions suggested:
· Include quantitative inhibition data (e.g., percentage inhibition or IC₅₀ values).

· Avoid repetition of background information (e.g., SARS-CoV-2 reference is not directly relevant).

· Mention that only the essential oil—not the aqueous extract—showed antiviral activity.

· Improve the conclusion sentence to emphasize future directions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows standard experimental design for in-vitro antiviral evaluation using Vero cells and appropriate viral titration.
However, scientific rigor can be improved:

· The study lacks chemical characterization (GC-MS profile) of the essential oil used—important to confirm bioactive constituents.

· Antiviral assays should include positive controls (known antiviral agents).

· Statistical analysis of triplicate experiments and error bars in figures are not presented.

· No mechanistic discussion (e.g., entry inhibition vs. replication inhibition).

· Biosafety level handling for WNV are not detailed (important for virology journals).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are moderately sufficient but mostly dated (2010–2020).
	

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


	Readable but not at the level of high-impact scholarly communication.
Issues include: inconsistent tense, overly long sentences, and local English constructs.
Recommended: professional proofreading by a native scientific editor.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Include GC-MS chromatogram or table of phytoconstituents to support chemical basis.

  Provide a dose-response curve and calculate EC₅₀ values for essential oil.

  Discuss plausible molecular targets (e.g., NS3 protease, RNA polymerase).

  Add clear legends to figures and unify style of tables and graphs.

  Replace “West Nile virus titration” figure with quantifiable results instead of schematic photos.

  Shorten Introduction—some ethnobotanical content may move to Discussion.

  Include statement on reproducibility and experimental replicates.

(Acceptable after language editing, reference update, and data clarification.)
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