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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the ongoing scientific discussion on the nutritional and phytochemical properties of Azadirachta indica and their potential role in supporting malaria management. Considering the continued global burden of malaria, especially in regions where neem is widely accessible, the study is relevant to public health and ethnonutritional research. The compositional data presented can serve as baseline information for future pharmacological, toxicological, and clinical studies. However limited analytical depth somewhat reduce its overall scientific impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the central focus of the study. However, it may be improved for clarity by indicating that the manuscript is based solely on compositional analysis rather than biological assays.
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study, but it is overly descriptive and includes interpretations that extend beyond the data obtained. The authors should revise the abstract to focus strictly on the analytical findings and avoid implying experimentally proven antimalarial efficacy, which was not directly assessed. Clarifying the methodological approach and summarizing key numerical results more concisely would strengthen this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the proximate, vitamin, and mineral analyses appear standard, the manuscript lacks essential methodological details such as sample replication, statistical analysis procedures, instrument parameters, and quality control measures. The discussion occasionally overinterprets the findings by linking compositional data to therapeutic effects without presenting corresponding biological evidence. Claims regarding antimalarial mechanisms should be reframed as hypotheses supported by literature rather than outcomes of this study. Overall, the scientific basis is acceptable but requires significant refinement to ensure accuracy and rigor.
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