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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 on "Ethnobotanical Survey and Phytochemical Screening of Aqueous Extracts of Flueggea virosa Collected in Mali" represents a significant contribution to the scientific community for several critical reasons. The research addresses a critical gap in the documentation of Mali's indigenous medicinal plant knowledge, particularly for Flueggea virosa, which has been used traditionally for diverse therapeutic applications including liver diseases, kidney disorders, urinary tract infections, rheumatism, and arthritis across West Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes—the title is suitable because it is clear, informative, and includes the study designs (ethnobotanical survey and phytochemical screening), the material (aqueous extracts), the organism (Flueggea virosa), and the setting (Mali) in line with title best practices for specificity and indexing utility.
	

	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 only partially comprehensive; it includes key background, aims, setting, plant materials, and general methods, but it does not report specific quantitative results, measures of precision, or limitations as expected by widely used reporting standards for informative abstracts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Mostly—on the basis of the abstract, the work appears methodologically sound for a preliminary ethnobotanical survey with qualitative phytochemical screening
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More relevant references should be added.
	

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


	Needs to be improved.
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