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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 study provides a review of Ginkgo biloba. It synthesizes body of literature spanning ethnobotany, phytochemistry, preclinical research, and clinical studies, offering a valuable one-stop resource for researchers across multiple disciplines. The manuscript's emphasis on the plant's status as a "living fossil" and its conservation needs adds an important ecological and sustainability dimension often missing from purely pharmacological reviews.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but somewhat generic.

Consider a title that more directly reflects the review's dual focus on traditional/modern uses and critical pharmacology. For example: "Ginkgo biloba L.: A Review of its Ethnobotany, Phytochemistry, and Pharmacology."
	

	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 adequate but lacks specific, compelling takeaways.

Suggestions for Addition:

· Mention the specific key phytochemical groups (such as, flavonoid glycosides, terpene lactones) responsible for the major biological activities discussed.

· Briefly state one or two of the most robust clinical findings (such as, modest cognitive benefits in aging/dementia) and one key area of controversy or risk (such as, drug-herb interactions with anticoagulants).

· Explicitly mention the identified research gap that the review aims to address beyond just compiling data (like, reconciling conflicting clinical evidence, highlighting conservation needs).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific content is accurate and well-supported by references. 

In the introduction, the statement "Human intelligence and self-expression are thought to be enhanced by it" is not clear and not a standard scientific claim. Rephrase to focus on cognitive functions (memory, attention) as investigated in clinical studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and incorporates a good mix of historical and modern sources, including several from 2022-2023
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication
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