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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.


	· This manuscript is important as it compiles current evidence on the medicinal potential of Sesamum radiatum leaves, which remain less studied compared to sesame seeds. It provides a useful reference point for researchers exploring plant-based therapeutic agents and highlights critical gaps for future investigations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The paper is titled a systematic review, but the methodology section does not provide sufficient details on inclusion/exclusion criteria, PRISMA flow diagram, risk of bias assessment, or quality grading of included studies. These are essential to validate the rigor of a systematic review.
· Please clarify whether a meta-analysis was considered or why it was not performed.


	

	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 descriptive but not structured. Consider following a structured format (Background, Methods, Results, Conclusion).

· Add information on the methodology (databases searched, number of studies included).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Several pharmacological claims (antioxidant, antimicrobial, fertility-related) are made but are not always backed with strong evidence or referenced to primary studies. Please strengthen these with more direct citations.

· The discussion section should critically analyze limitations of existing studies, including small sample sizes, reliance on animal models, and lack of clinical trials.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References should be checked for formatting consistency (e.g., some have missing DOIs, inconsistent styles).

· Some references cited in text (e.g., “AOAC, 1990”) are outdated and could be complemented with newer analytical references.


	

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


	· The manuscript would benefit from careful language editing for grammar, clarity, and conciseness. For instance, phrases like “This could be a good invention for developing numerous dietary products” should be revised to more formal scientific wording.

· Ensure consistent use of scientific names (Sesamum radiatum should always be italicized).


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction contains some repetitive descriptions of sesame seed properties that could be shortened or moved to background
· Some tables (e.g., Table 2, Table 3, Table 4) are incomplete or have unclear headings/units Please revise to ensure clarity and scientific accuracy.

· Figures (such as Figure 1) are referenced but not properly inserted or formatted.

· While there are existing reviews on sesame, the manuscript should highlight more clearly what is unique about this paper compared to previous literature. For example, specify whether the focus on Sesamum radiatum leaves is new and underexplored compared to sesame seeds
The manuscript covers an interesting and underexplored medicinal plant. However, it needs significant improvements in methodology transparency, data presentation, critical analysis, and language editing before it can be considered for publication as a systematic review
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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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