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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/Generalcomments

-Language well and good.

-Materials and methods up to-date.

-References well cited

-Results presented in two tables.

-ldentified my health benefits of locally available plants.

-Provided ecology,distribution and conservation status of these plants.

-The ethnobotanical survey revealed the existence of numerous aromatic and medicinal
plants used by traditional therapists who have medicinal and magico-spiritual knowledge
and know well the use of plants as alicaments.

-The study made it possible to constitute a data base on the main aromatic species used
by the phytotherapists of the hills in general and the communes of Glazoué, Savé and
Ouesse in particular.

-A total of 23 species of aromatic plants were identified to treat 20 different symptoms of
illness.

-Suggested that the data collected can be used for the promotion of aromatic and medicinal
plants with a view to discovering new active ingredients for use in therapeutics, cosmetics,
perfumery and others for future studies.

-On the whole the MS is found to be very significant accepted for publication
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