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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.


	The manuscript is very interested  and reliable revealing the various plants medicine that  are used in Southern, central, and southwestern  India,  during different stages of maternity. Moreover, the manuscript play the role in finding of indigenous knowledge of the community through; documenting, sharing for others and comparing the way of using of  plants, all the key will  needed by other  Researchers, to solve the problem and addresses an important research gap  in the study for plats medicine-based  solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is  suitable and also very  attractive
	

	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 of the article, written in the way that provides readers, the readers simply can understand the manuscript information. However, it is better and more attractive if some finding result will added. Especially, those expected finding that being the author were proposed in the objective (aims to compare traditional maternity and child healthcare practices), at list you have to mention the finding information that improving about the question that,   in which districts  most strong, strong , and not strong the people were relay on these plants.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript: gap is really attractive. The manuscript objective are clearly stated and justified. The author aim to (1) compare traditional maternity and child healthcare practices in Southern India (Karnataka, Kerala), Central India (Odisha) and North-eastern India (Manipur), exploring cultural similarities and differences, (2) validate the efficacy of traditional remedies through scientific research, (3) to preserve India's rich traditional knowledge on maternity and child care. However, the author not mention properly about the (1) methodology and (2) result.
Methodology : just the author  focused on women between the ages of 50-70 years, there are not enough  information which indicating how much women were selected in per districts, nothings information regarding which  methods used in determining similarities and differences , generally, nothing indicated information  shows arranged and  used collected data from Semi-structured questionnaires were used by author  as per districts.

 Result: under the result, based on the Title and Objective at list the reader will expects, the information telling about like eastern India more used these plant medicine or Central India were used more plant medicine than Northeast India, I mean the information telling about the potential of plant medicine and how much the people were relay on the plant medicine. In conclusion, you have to include some methods which help you in the finding. Because it should be included (detail) about each step of methods, add a map that shows the study districts and finally, determine your finding based on your results to make strong finding research. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the author were  used  vary recent reference, But not enough in numbers  (the author were  used  only 11 references), it may reduce the necessity of the article.  
	

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


	The author  used English quality,  is really  appreciated
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