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	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.
	The manuscript provides very good preliminary information on ethnoveterinary use of some plant species.
Though, this information is based on specific area, but it is equally applicable for other regions as well.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Since the work is focussed on “wound of livestock”, it is better to specify in the title
	

	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 seems good. But, there are plenty of areas where it could be improved.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript provides very good preliminary information. But I have major reservations on methodology, and Result & Discussion part.

“Prior informed consent” is pre-requisite for this kind of study. But authors have not mentioned this in the manuscript.

There is no mention about number of voucher specimens prepared and deposited during the study.

Informal conversation was used while collecting data, but even for informal conversation, structured or semi-structured questionnaires is necessary, it will not be a scientific study if you put random questions the respondents.

The manuscript mentioned 50 respondents from five villages, but there is no any comparison of the information between villages. Raw data of study should be provided as separate supplementary file, so that other researcher can get clear picture of the study.
Authors have referred “Wikipedia” several times in the manuscript, I would like to suggest please refer primary literature.

Please provide complete scientific names including authority.
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	OK
	

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