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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative 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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript presented here is interesting, and meaningful. However, some concerns must be addressed before the publication of this manuscript.

1. The manuscript presents valuable insights into ethnomedicinal practices for maternity and child care across diverse regions of India. However, a critical taxonomic issue needs to be addressed for scientific rigor and credibility. The botanical names of all plant species listed in the manuscript lack author citations. Accurate author citation is an essential requirement in ethnobotanical and taxonomic studies, as it ensures the correct identification and nomenclatural validity of species. I strongly recommend that the authors cross-verify all botanical names using a reliable and up-to-date taxonomic database such as Plants of the World Online (POWO) by the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew. Including the correct author citations (e.g., Goniothalamus sesquipedalis (Colebr. ex Wall.) Hook.f. & Thomson instead of just Goniothalamus sesquipedalis) will enhance the taxonomic accuracy and scientific merit of the manuscript. Failure to provide standardized botanical nomenclature may lead to confusion or misidentification of species, which can undermine the ethnobotanical interpretations and potential pharmacological follow-up. I encourage the authors to revise the manuscript accordingly, ensuring full compliance with international botanical standards (ICN). 

2. To enhance the credibility and reproducibility of the study, it is important to specify the number of informants (individuals) and the number of villages from which ethnobotanical data were collected. This information is essential for assessing the representativeness, reliability, and scope of the data. Kindly include these details clearly in the methodology section.

3. Kindly correct all the typographical errors, and grammatical mistakes in the entire manuscript thoroughly.
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