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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 examines the use of forest-derived medicinal plants in the delivery of traditional healthcare in Nigeria based on data collected using questionnaires from two of the major markets in Lagos and Abuja. This manuscript adds to the debate on the conservation of biodiversity and the socio-economic factors that drive the use of traditional healthcare in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is mismatch with study scope. Suggested title given below: “Nationwide assessment of forest resources and traditional healthcare delivery”
	

	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 gives a very good idea of the objective of the study, the important findings, and the overall conclusion, but it could have been more methodologically precise and cautious in the interpretation of the findings. In particular, it should have been clearly mentioned that the study is a cross-sectional questionnaire survey carried out in two urban markets (Lagos and Abuja), and it could have been more precise in mentioning the response rate. The issue of effectiveness could have been presented more as a perception of the respondents rather than a fact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally conceptually valid, but it is not entirely scientifically rigorous in its present form. Although the subject matter is valid and relevant, and the data collection procedure is well explained, the methodology contains errors that undermine scientific validity. The research is based entirely on self-administered questionnaire responses from two urban markets
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references given in the manuscript are relevant but not entirely sufficient or up-to-date to support the general claims made in the manuscript. The references given seem to be heavily dependent on older literature and do not have any recent references (last 3-5 years).
	

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


	The language and quality of the English in the manuscript are not yet fully adequate for scholarly communication in its present form. Although the sense is conveyed fairly well on the whole, the text is marred by grammatical errors, not proper sentence structure, lack of uniform terminology, punctuation, and sometimes colloquial expressions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is dealing with a very important and relevant issue at the interface of ethnobotany, public health, and sustainability. The attempt to connect the conservation of forest resources with traditional medicine in Nigeria is very laudable and timely, especially in the wake of growing concerns about biodiversity and healthcare disparities in developing nations.

Further, this manuscript needs to be edited for language to conform to academic standards. With a lot of work being put into improving the text, especially in terms of addressing the limitations of sampling, toning down the efficacy statements, improving the presentation of tables, and adjusting the academic tone, this manuscript has the potential to contribute meaningfully to the debate about the use of traditional medicine and the conservation of forests in Nigeria.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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