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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 manuscript provides a valuable contribution to the field of ethnobotany and ethnopharmacology by documenting the intersection of urban plant domestication and traditional healthcare in Mali. It addresses the urgent need to scientifically validate traditional remedies used for metabolic diseases, specifically type-2 diabetes, which is a growing public health challenge in sub-Saharan Africa. By combining a structured survey with biochemical assays (antioxidant and alpha-amylase inhibition), the study offers an evidence-based rationale for the traditional use of Mangifera indica L. in managing hyperglycemia.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title accurately reflects the dual nature of the study: the ethnobotanical survey of edible plants in specific Malian regions and the subsequent biochemical analysis of the most prominent species, M. indica.


	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive.
Suggestion: the abstract mentions 253 species, whereas the results section and Table 1 appear to list a selection of the most frequent citations rather than the full list of species. The authors should clarify if "253" refers to total citations or distinct species.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.  The ethnobotanical methodology utilizes a structured questionnaire and informed consent, which is standard practice.

· The phytochemical screening follows established protocols.

· The biological activities (DPPH and alpha-amylase) are assessed using recognized spectrophotometric assays with appropriate controls (ascorbic acid and DNS reagent)

· Statistical analysis was performed using ANOVA and Fisher’s test at p=0.05, ensuring data reliability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The manuscript cites 30 references, including very recent publications from 2024 and 2025. This demonstrates that the authors are well-versed in the current state of research regarding diabetes prevalence and ethnobotany in Africa.


	

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


	Yes. The language is of high scholarly quality, clear, and well-structured. The authors transparently declared the use of AI (ChatGPT) for English refinement, which has resulted in a polished and professional manuscript.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is technically sound and provides useful data. A minor revision is suggested primarily to address the clarification of species counts versus citations in the abstract and results, and to correct minor formatting repetitions
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