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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 manuscript offers valuable insights into the potential of traditional medicinal plants in managing common geriatric diseases, addressing the limitations of over-reliance on allopathic treatments. By documenting 30 local plants and their bioactive compounds, it opens new avenues for research in natural, multi-target therapies. It also emphasizes the importance of sustainable use and conservation, encouraging a holistic and eco-conscious approach to healthcare.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No
	

	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.


	Suggestions for improvement:

1. Clarify the methodology – briefly mention how the plants were documented (e.g., ethnobotanical surveys, interviews, literature review).

2. Specify potential impact – add a sentence on how this study could contribute to drug development or integrative healthcare.

3. Grammar and flow – revise slightly for better flow and academic tone.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Remark :-
Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its aim and content, but to be fully robust, it should clearly explain the methods used for plant selection, data collection, and identification of bioactive compounds. Providing these details in the full manuscript will ensure its scientific accuracy and reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. this is sufficient references.
	

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


	Yes.
Some phrases are too general or informal for a scholarly tone (e.g., "revive the use," "neglect of traditional medicinal plants").

Sentence transitions could be smoother.

A more formal and precise tone would improve clarity and impact.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a relevant and timely study that bridges traditional medicine and geriatric healthcare. It offers valuable data on local medicinal plants, but would benefit from clearer methodology and slight language refinement. Overall, it contributes meaningfully to ethnopharmacology and sustainable healthcare.
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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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