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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 provides valuable ethnobotanical insights into the traditional use of medicinal plants for treating gastrointestinal infections in Bangourain, a region where such knowledge is insufficiently documented. By systematically identifying local plant species and evaluating their anti-Salmonella activity, the study bridges traditional medicinal practices with modern scientific validation. The findings have the potential to guide future pharmacological research, support the development of new antimicrobial agents, and preserve indigenous knowledge that is at risk of disappearing. Overall, this work contributes meaningfully to global efforts addressing antimicrobial resistance and the need for alternative therapies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and appropriately reflects the scope of the study. It clearly communicates the two major components of the work:

1. Ethnobotanical description of plants traditionally used in Bangourain, West Cameroon

2. Anti-Salmonella activity of these medicinal plants

The title is informative, scientifically relevant, and specific about the geographic area and the infection focus.


	

	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.


	Your abstract is generally comprehensive, covering the background, objectives, methods, key findings, and conclusion. It effectively links ethnobotanical knowledge with antimicrobial testing. However, some sentences are long, some details can be streamlined, and a few important elements (e.g., clearer objective statement, study significance, concise results) could be strengthened.
· Clarify the study objective using a clearer, grammatically correct sentence (e.g., "This study aimed to conduct an ethnobotanical survey and evaluate...").

· Add a brief significance statement explaining why documenting these plants is important (e.g., antimicrobial resistance, local healthcare reliance).

· Mention the study design timeframe or area population if available (optional but useful).

· Add a concluding statement highlighting the potential for further pharmacological studies.

· Remove excessive methodological detail (e.g., number of extracts, exact solvent proportions) — some journals prefer abstracts to be more concise.

· Shorten the ethnobotanical findings section — keep only the essential points.

· Clarify and simplify long sentences for readability.

· Specify the significance of the MIC values (e.g., “showing strong antibacterial activity”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its main structure and methodology. It follows a logical workflow commonly accepted in ethnobotanical and antimicrobial research:

1. Ethnobotanical data collection using semi-structured interviews

2. Selection of the most cited plants
3. Preparation of extracts using appropriate solvents
4. In vitro antimicrobial evaluation using recognized microdilution methods
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	WHO. (2023). Global antimicrobial resistance and use surveillance.
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