Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	European Journal of Medicinal Plants 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_EJMP_155319

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Ethnomedicinal Importance, Phytochemistry, and Biological Activities of  Alhagi camelorum DC. : A Comprehensive Review

	Type of the Article
	Review


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	1. This manuscript provides a comprehensive and up-to-date synthesis of the ethnomedicinal relevance, phytochemical composition, and pharmacological potential of Alhagi camelorum, a traditionally important yet underexplored medicinal plant.
2. By integrating evidence from traditional knowledge systems with modern experimental studies, it highlights the plant’s diverse bioactivities, including antioxidant, anti-inflammatory, nephroprotective, and enzyme inhibitory effects.
3. The review also identifies key bioactive compounds and mechanisms of action, thereby offering valuable insights for drug discovery and development.
4. Furthermore, it outlines existing research gaps and future directions, particularly the need for clinical validation and standardization, making it a useful reference for researchers in pharmacology, phytochemistry, and natural product-based therapeutics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and effectively reflects the scope of the manuscript. It clearly highlights the three core aspects of the review—ethnomedicinal importance, phytochemistry, and biological activities—while specifying the plant species (Alhagi camelorum), which enhances its scientific precision and searchability.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and effectively summarizes the key aspects of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally adequate.
	

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


	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient but need improvement in recency and updating, especially for a review article.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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