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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.


	This paper is key for scientists since it records the detailed, but endangered, traditional medicine knowledge of local groups in the Patur Forest, Akola District. It lists 98 medicinal plants, how they're used to treat illnesses, how they're prepared, and how they're given. This is important info for future studies on plant chemicals and how they work. It shows that people still rely on plants from the wild and that knowledge isn't being passed down to younger generations as much. The study makes it clear that we urgently need plans to protect both the plants and the old ways of using them before they disappear.This documentation can support the identification of potential drug leads derived from traditional medicine.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable because it is accurate, specific, and clearly reflects the study's core content and scope.


	

	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.


	I recommend including the following quantitative results, as they are crucial metrics in ethnomedicinal studies:
· Mention the range of ailments treated (Add that the plants were used to treat 62 human ailments) .

· Include the most effective or preferred species for a common ailment, as this is a high-impact finding and is mentioned in the summary (Mention the finding that Azadirachta indica was identified as the most effective species for skin disorders via Preference Ranking).
· State the highest ICF value, 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study demonstrates several elements of scientific rigor:

· The research was conducted over a significant period (2021–2024).

· Data was collected from a substantial number of informants (100 informants across ten villages).

· It employed standard and recognized ethnobotanical data collection methods, including semi-structured interviews, field observations, and group discussions, following authorities like Martin (1995) and Cotton (1996).

· The study used multiple recognized quantitative ethnobotany tools, which adds credibility to the findings. 
· Voucher specimens were collected and mounted on herbarium sheets.

.

Areas for Completeness 

· The manuscript refers to a Table 1 detailing the 98 identified medicinal plants. Only a small selection of this table is provided. The scientific correctness of the entire manuscript hinges on the accurate listing and identification of these 98 species.

· The full list of ICF values for all ailment categories is not provided, making it impossible to verify all consensus results.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is sufficient as it includes: Key references for ethnobotanical methodology and regional Floras.

The recency of the references could be significantly improved.

To improve the manuscript's scientific standing , I suggest including recent, high-impact papers focusing on:

1. Advanced Ethnobotanical Methods & Analysis

•
References on use-value indices ( UV, FIC, RFC): 

•
References on Toxicity/Safety Assessment: Since the manuscript mentions the lack of standardized dosage as a concern

2. Modern Molecular and Pharmacological Validation

•
Recent Reviews on Drug Discovery from Traditional Knowledge:
	

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


	The manuscript uses appropriate academic tone and structure, which is essential for a scholarly publication. 


	

	Optional/General comments
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	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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