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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	It’s interesting research to identify different plants used in the treatment of abdominal pain of infectious origin in that specific region. Have much scope in the country, research is originated for new formulation which can be useful for rest of the worlds.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes, but there is repetition of certain words in Methodology and results parts which should be avoided. For example- “uses”, “semi-structured” and “markets” 
To avoid this, sentences should be reformatted.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct but some parts must be improved, 
For example- 

1. It is not certain, how the plants are selected on the basis of survey; a specimen of survey sheet might be attached as image by authors in the manuscripts. 
2. It is not understandable that how socio-demographic characteristics of respondents summarised in table I is related to the results. The aim was to identify the plants in the treatment of abdominal pain of infectious origin, these data is irrelevant in that context.  

3.  In table II collection method of each plant should also be mentioned, also photos of some of import plants should also be in manuscript. 
4. In same table II in the heading “Status of use”, it is not clear what authors means by fees & dry; it should be explained separately.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, more recent references of last 2-3 years should be added.
	

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


	Language must be improved in some parts. Like abstract most of words & sentences are repetitive in all the manuscripts. 
In some parts proper space between words should be added, like in point 3.3.1. and figure 3
Some sentences of conclusion are also seemed repetitive, which should be avoided. 
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	None. 
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