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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 work addresses malaria and explores a plant-based silver nanoparticle formulation as a potential antimalarial strategy. The combination of phytochemical profiling and computational analysis aims to generate a mechanistic hypothesis for activity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable because the current work is largely computational and hypothesis-generating.
	

	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 summarizes the overall approach and main findings. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript tries to explain how Gongronema latifolium–capped AgNPs work against malaria by first identifying phytochemicals by GC–MS, then using DFT, ADMET, docking, and MM-GBSA to suggest PfDHFR inhibition. The overall concept is interesting, but some main conclusions are weak because the GC–MS evidence is not fully validated and the docking controls/validation are not appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript reports high tannic acid levels (mg/100g) from GC–MS, but the GC–MS methods are too brief to support this level of confidence and quantification. Please strengthen identification/quantification (or confirm key compounds using an additional method) and add missing GC–MS details needed for reproducibility, including extraction conditions, any derivatization, column information and temperature program, MS settings, standards/calibration approach, and replicates/QC.

Chloroquine is used as a PfDHFR benchmark, but chloroquine is not a standard DHFR inhibitor; its main mechanism is linked to heme/hemozoin detoxification in the parasite digestive vacuole rather than DHFR inhibition. Please use a known PfDHFR inhibitor (e.g., pyrimethamine) as the positive control, or clearly state chloroquine is not a DHFR reference and avoid using it to support PfDHFR selectivity.

MM-GBSA values alone should not be treated as strong proof of the true biological target. Please add basic docking validation (for example, redocking a known ligand and reporting RMSD) and interpret MM-GBSA mainly as a comparative ranking within a validated docking setup, not as final confirmation of mechanism.

The PfDHFR PDB ID is inconsistent across the manuscript (1J3I vs 1J31). Please correct this everywhere to avoid confusion.

Overall, I recommend major revision. The idea is promising, but the mechanistic claims need stronger GC–MS validation, correct docking controls, and better computational validation before the conclusions can be considered reliable.
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