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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insight into traditional ethnobotanical knowledge used for postpartum maternal care in Yoto Prefecture, Togo. It contributes to the preservation of indigenous practices and highlights the role of local medicinal and nutritional plants in maternal health. This study is relevant for researchers in ethnopharmacology, public health, and maternal care policy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative and accurately reflects the study's content and scope. 

	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with appropriate ethnobotanical methods such as informant consensus factor (ICF) and use-value (UV) calculations. The data collection and analysis are well-structured, and the findings support the conclusions. However, a more detailed discussion of the phytochemical or pharmacological evidence supporting the reported uses of the plants would enhance the scientific rigour of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and mostly appropriate. However, the inclusion of more recent studies (within the last 5 years) would enhance the manuscript’s relevance. 
	

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


	The English used in the manuscript is mostly clear and easy to understand, but there are some grammar mistakes and awkward sentences that should be revised for improved clarity and fluency.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	Briefly explain terms like “sitz bath”, “cuarentena”, “dieta” or “humoral theory” for readers unfamiliar with ethnomedical or anthropological vocabulary.
Accepted for publication after performing the suggested corrections.
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