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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	The manuscript presents the first baseline nutritional profile of Triumfetta cordifolia leaves, addressing a key knowledge gap and providing valuable data to support ethnomedicinal use and future nutrition, functional food, and public health research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study. It clearly indicates the plant species, the type of extract, and the nutritional parameters investigated.


	

	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 is largely comprehensive and well-structured. 

Minor reduction of numerical detail (e.g., listing only major nutrients and minerals) may improve readability without losing impact.

The abstract could be improved by clearly stating that this study is a baseline or first report to highlight its novelty.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, analytical methods, and data interpretation are appropriate and follow standard practices. The discussion clearly relates the findings to existing literature, and the tables present the data clearly. The conclusions are well supported by the results.
	

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

Some additional  relevant references regarding the plant may be cited. 
	

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


	The manuscript is clearly written and understandable.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized and follows a logical structure.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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