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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. It consolidates scattered information on the phytochemical profile and therapeutic potentials of Sesamum radiatum leaves, a relatively underexplored medicinal plant.
2. It provides a scientific basis for the traditional uses of the plant and highlights its relevance in addressing global health challenges such as cancer, diabetes, and cardiovascular diseases.
3. It also identifies critical gaps in current research and offers directions for future pharmacological and clinical investigations.
4. It contributes to the advancement of ethnopharmacology, nutraceutical development, and sustainable use of medicinal plants for improved public health outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Medicinal Significance of Sesamum radiatum Leaves: Phytochemicals, Bioactivities, and Therapeutic Applications—A Systematic Review
	

	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.


	Add methodology, highlight major findings, and finish with a clear research gap/future direction. That will make the abstract more comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, manuscript is scientifically sound and well-grounded in ethnopharmacology and phytochemistry.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. The references are good but not yet sufficient for a systematic review standard.
2. Adding more recent pharmacological studies (2021–2024) and a few direct studies on S. radiatum will strengthen the paper.
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	1. The language quality of your manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication.
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