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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. 
 

The manuscript is an attempt to document the traditional and ethnobotanical knowledge in the Sirsi 
region of Uttara Kannada, Karnataka. It is only the accumulation of available literature and plants found 
in that region.  

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

No. there are no ethnobotanical insights discussed in any part of the manuscript.  

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. 

 

Abstract is quite informative as all the important point is covered Noted and Revised 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes  Ok 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

There are no references in the introduction part. As for the other parts of the manuscript it is okay  

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

 

yes OK 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript is just another attempt to gather already available and published data. Authors have 
not done any new work in this manuscript. The issue is that all the information authors have provided is 
available. They have just compared it with already existing literature. 
The only thing this manuscript is adding to the scientific community is a list of available plants in the 
study area. 
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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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