Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Biochemistry Research & Review

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJBCRR_152461

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Local medicinal uses and phytochemical profiling of Phragmanthera capitata and Tapinanthus bangwensis (Loranthaceae) for treatment  hypertension in Daloa, Côte d’Ivoire

	Type of the Article
	Research article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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 research article is scientifically important as it documents ethnomedicinal knowledge on Phragmanthera capitata and Tapinanthus bangwensis used in treatment of hypertension. It highlights the usage of traditional knowledge to treat the hypertension. By combining local medicinal plants with phytochemical profiling, the study provides a valuable scientific basis for validating traditional antihypertensive therapies. Identification of bioactive compounds contributes a better understanding of possible mechanisms of action.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable
	

	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 comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the title and context, this article appears to be scientifically correct. It highlights the usage and preservation of traditional knowledge that treat the hypertension.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant to the study, but not sufficient, it is required to add some more recent references to support the data.

Verify WHO references.

	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication, with proper grammar and scientific terminology. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	In this article, methodology part seems a bit lengthy. It would be better if it were slightly shortened. 
And it is better to elaborate the discussion part.
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