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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 study documents valuable ethnobotanical knowledge from a region that appears to be less represented in existing literature. The quantitative approach strengthens the reliability of the reported uses and provides a structured way to understand how local communities treat skin-related ailments. Given the global significance of skin disorders and the continued reliance on herbal remedies in many rural areas, the information presented here holds clear relevance for ethnobotany, public-health research, and future pharmacological exploration. The dataset could support subsequent biochemical or therapeutic studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is understandable but contains grammatical inaccuracies. A clearer and more precise alternative would be:

“Quantitative Ethnobotanical Assessment of Medicinal Plants Used for Skin Diseases in Damoh District, Madhya Pradesh, India.”
	

	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 captures the general aim and key results, but it would benefit from clearer wording and a more concise structure. A concluding sentence linking the findings to their broader significance would strengthen it. Clarifying the survey period and improving grammatical flow would also enhance readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall methodological framework follows accepted quantitative ethnobotanical procedures. The compilation of 71 species and use of UV, RFC, FC, and ICF are appropriate. However, the manuscript would benefit from further detail about informant selection, consent procedures, and criteria for categorizing skin ailments. Some sections repeat results without deeper discussion. Strengthening the interpretation of findings in relation to other regional or national studies would provide better scientific context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list covers several foundational and relevant works. Adding more recent ethnobotanical studies and ensuring consistent formatting would improve this section. A few citations appear incomplete or inconsistently styled, and these should be standardized.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial linguistic revision. There are recurring grammatical issues, spelling errors, and awkward sentence construction throughout the text. A thorough language edit would greatly improve clarity and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some figures appear missing or incomplete and should be properly included.

The discussion section is relatively brief compared to the breadth of data presented; expanding it would strengthen the paper.

Table 2 is informative but extremely long. Consider reorganizing it for readability or placing extended data in supplementary material.

The methodology section should explicitly describe informant selection and any ethical safeguards used.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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 detail)

Although the authors state that ethical approval is “Not Applicable,” the study involves human informants. Atleast a statement confirming that informed consent was obtained and whether institutional approval was required. This should be clarified.
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