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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 provides valuable insights into medicinal species conservation within cocoa-based agroforestry systems, combining floristic and ethnobotanical data at a large sampling scale. It shows how farmers’ management practices influence medicinal plant conservation. It identifies a number of plant families and species that are traditionally important for medicinal purposes. Its findings can guide science-based strategies for biodiversity conservation and sustainable land-use planning in cocoa-growing landscapes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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. It is mentioned there that 500 households have been surveyed. But this information can not be found in the methodoly
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a correct background, a detailed methodology and comprehensive results. But with some missing informations
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are more than 34 references, which is quite a lot. 50% are less than 10 years old, and 26% more than 20 years old
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well written and understandable. There are some grammatical errors to correct and some details are needed to improve its quality.
Methodology:

The authors did not mention sampling size for household survey in the methodology

It is useful to give number of plots established in each locality? And eventually compare the practices and the conservation status among the five localities.

In Equation 1, it is ns but the explanation following is for Ns

Have a problem with the correlation analysis that was performed to examine the relationship between the Medicinal Use Value (Med.UVs) and the number of diseases treated per plant species, as the later was used to determine the first variable (Equation 1). This correlation is therefore trivial.

Results: 

It will be good to know the total number of species found in these agroforests, in order to determine the percentage of medicinal species out of them. Determine species richness.

Figure 3: use lianas instead of “vines” as lianas is mainly used in the text.

Figure 6: Check again the label of X axis as the text refers to “number of diseases treated”
Discussion:

The percentage of the morphological plant types are different from the number given in the results. Check it again
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