
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Biology and Nature

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOBAN_13399

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Exploring the Socioeconomic Significance and Diversity of Minor Forest Wood Species in Central India                                                               

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	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.


	This manuscript is important as it explores the diversity, use, and management of minor forest wood species (MFWPs) in Central India. It draws attention to the often-overlooked socioeconomic contributions of NTFPs in tribal and rural economies. The paper underscores the urgent need for conservation strategies and value addition to forest resources, offering a foundation for further research and sustainable policy development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is mostly suitable, but a minor correction is suggested:
Suggested Title:
“Exploring the Socioeconomic Significance and Diversity of Minor Forest Wood Species in Central India”

(Just capitalization correction)


	

	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.


	No. The abstract is poorly structured, grammatically incorrect, and includes repetition. It needs to be rewritten for clarity and brevity.

Suggestions:

· Avoid repeating the same point multiple times.

· Correct grammar and syntax issues.

· Clarify the main objectives and findings in 4–5 clear sentences.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically relevant, but it lacks structural coherence, a clearly defined methodology, and proper data integration. A consistent thematic flow and critical synthesis of referenced studies are missing. Also, some data is repeated unnecessarily.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are fairly comprehensive and include some recent works (up to 2024). However:

· Some citations are repeated (e.g., Chandel et al., 2018 appears more than once with similar content).

· Some references lack proper formatting (missing volume, issue, or page numbers).

· Please ensure consistency in referencing style.


	

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


	No. The English language requires major revision. Grammar, sentence structure, spelling, and punctuation are inadequate. The paper must be professionally edited for language quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Merge repetitive paragraphs (e.g., Dhamtari forest NTFPs).

  Provide a clear methodology section specifying review strategy.

  Use visuals (charts, diagrams, or summarized tables) to enhance data presentation.

  Add a well-structured conclusion summarizing key findings and recommendations.

The manuscript has good potential, but it requires significant improvement in writing quality, structure, clarity, and methodological description.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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