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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.


	Consolidating results of researches benefits the research community by summarizing information which could be found in one article only. It saves time and effort. Researchers can use it as a basis for conducting other researches related to the plant
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article is not suitable because it does not solely focus on Elaeocarpus ganitrus alone but other Elaeocarpus species as well.

A Review of Elaeocarpus Morphology, Taxonomy and  Distribution, Phytochemistry, Pharmacology, Traditional and Ayurvedic Uses, Ecological Roles, and its Pathologic Profile
                     -this is based on the discussion presented
	

	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 not comprehensive. I suggest that the author will create clear objectives, so that it will be used as a guide in making the abstract. In addition, the method of gathering the data utilized in the discussion is not stated. 
Hence, include in the abstract the method of gathering the data, focus of the study/ objectives, result, and the recommendations.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, on the basis of its content, however, in a scientific paper, standards are to be included/followed to make the article a reliable source of information, like method of gathering data. In this paper, it was not mentioned if it is a literature review or a systematic review, its inclusion and exclusion criterias were not stated as well. As a result, the paper is a mixed-up. If it only focus on the Elaeocarpus ganitrus, then it would have been better. 
Under introduction, introduce the geneus Elaeocarpus, its current status/ condition, globally and locally, and update your sources.

Group together the discussion focusing on Morphology, Taxonomy and  Distribution, Phytochemistry, Pharmacology, Traditional and Ayurvedic Uses, Ecological Roles, and its Pathologic Profile. Use this as basis of your subtitles and discussion. 

Ex. This 

NANOTECHNOLOGY FOR BETTER CONSERVATION OF ELAEOCARPUS could be under general conservation
If you focus first on Elaeocarpus ganitrus then use a subtitke to indicate the property of this plant alone, followed by other species, then indicate or label it as well. 

Based on the flow of the discussion
Under morphology- can include photos of each different parts of the plant (whole, leaves, stems, fruits…) as the discussion goes on.

Figure 4 is not needed since it was already enumerated in the paper. 
For the enumerated Ayurveda sources, where are its specific sources? Citations? This is for you to establish how reliable are the information included.

Under ecological importance, for the seed dispersal, remove this part since it was mentioned that the animals do the seed dispersal not the plant itself. Include your sources as well.
“In situ and ex situ conservation techniques are endorsed in view of their ethnic medicinal importance (Khan M.L., et al.,(2004)) and to derive economic benefits due to increasing demand of Rudraksha beads at various Rudraksha centers in Asia.”- THIS DISCUSSION COULD BE PLACED UNDER CONSERVATION

Your conclusion was presented as a recommendation not a conclusion. Hence,make it as conclusion and recommendation. 

Review your citation formatting (author- family name, year) make necessary changes following the current citation formatting.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For a review, the reference is not enough based on the requirement of the journal.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, however improve the grammar.
Ex. It is commonly known as Rudrakshya in Nepal and Bead Tree in English, and Indian Olive which is locally known as ‘jalpai’ and found to be an important minor fruit trees in the sub-Himalayan terai region of West Bengal, a tall evergreen broad-leaved tree found in areas ranging from sea coast to 2000m above sea level (Sushan Joshi et al., 2020).- IMPROVE THIS
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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