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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 is of significant interest to the scientific community as it combines an ethnobotanical survey with phytochemical and biological investigations of a widely used domesticated edible plant in Mali. The study provides valuable data on the domestication motivations of edible plants, highlighting their hidden therapeutic objectives, particularly in the management of diabetes. By linking traditional knowledge with biochemical characterization of Mangifera indica L., the work contributes to the validation of ethnomedicinal practices in sub-Saharan Africa. The findings offer a useful basis for future pharmacological, nutritional, and public health research focusing on plant-based management of metabolic diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the main content of the study. 
	

	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 globally comprehensive and well structured, clearly presenting the introduction, aims, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, several improvements are recommended:

· The introduction contains minor grammatical issues and could be slightly shortened.

· The methodology section should briefly mention the type of extracts tested (aqueous and hydroalcoholic).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well designed. The ethnobotanical survey methodology is appropriate, and the phytochemical screening and biological assays (DPPH and α-amylase inhibition) are conducted using established and referenced protocols. The results are coherent with the literature and logically discussed.

Nevertheless, one aspect could be improved:

· The quantitative phytochemical analysis is lacking and should be acknowledged more clearly as a limitation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, relevant, and well aligned with the study objectives. The bibliography includes several recent articles (2022–2025), which strengthens the manuscript. Key references on ethnobotany, diabetes in sub-Saharan Africa, and Mangifera indica bioactivity are appropriately cited.

However, a few older references could be replaced or complemented with more recent reviews, particularly regarding:

· Enzyme inhibition mechanisms in diabetes,

· Polyphenols and metabolic diseases,

· Sustainability of medicinal plant use.
	

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


	The English language is generally understandable and suitable for scientific communication. 
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