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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.


	The manuscript is significantly important in the scientific community highlighting the used of traditional medicines because of its phytoconstituents. It bridges the traditional knowledge and validation of bioactive compounds that showcase therapeutic applications. The results of this manuscript help to understand that medicinal plants are important for pharmacological and ethnopharmacological research. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is clear, comprehensive and reflective title. 
	

	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.


	Abstract is generally comprehensive but can be improved by adding brief quantitative details with more emphasized on the research. It should clearly highlight that this research is the first to compare phytochemical profiles of Flueggea virosa from different Malian regions and link them to traditional uses. Including the number of participants surveyed and the main secondary metabolites identified would strengthen its scientific value.There should be flow between aim, methods and results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well structured and have sound. The methodology used for phytochemical screening are appropriate and supported by literature. The results are logically discussed with the references from the literature. Minor improvements in language and data interpretation can enhance the scientific precision. Qunatitative phytochemical validation can be done through additional analytical techniques, I would strengthen the scientific importance of this study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript are relevant, recent and sufficient. But few old references should be replaced with more recent work on phytochemical analysis methods or bioactive compounds in African medicinal plants.

You might consider adding:

Ahmad, M., et al. (2023). “Recent Advances in Phytochemical and Pharmacological Studies of African Medicinal Plants.” Journal of Ethnopharmacology, 309, 116312.

Abdullahi, A., et al. (2022). “Phytochemical Constituents and Biological Activities of Selected African Traditional Medicinal Plants: A Review.” Frontiers in Pharmacology, 13, 881970.
	

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


	The language is understandable but needs minor grammatical and structural editing to meet scholarly standards. Some sentences are lengthy or repetitive, so careful proofreading is recommended to improve clarity and fluency.
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