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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 research when improved and revised may help the scientific community by summarizing and providing specific details on plants that could be used addressing snakebites. Detailed review of history of medicinal plants for snakebites can support the scientific community bridging or opening door for more research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The article does not only focus on ethnoveterinary approaches but also on clinical symptoms and effects

Suggestion: Ethnoveterinary approaches, clinical symptoms, and impacts of snakebites
	

	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 is not comprehensive. It has long introduction without providing the specific and major content of the study
· Scientific abstracts need to include the main ideas of the article which depends on the goal, methods, and result of what was done.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· In terms of the introduction, it shows good transition of ideas.
· However, the goal or objectives, methods used in the study is not clearly defined. Is it literature review? There was no method indicated if it follows literature review process. 

· There are sentences without citations.
· Under clinical symptoms and impacts, more citations should be provided, sub discussions should be divided. Not long paragraphs to make it more scientifically understandable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The reference is not enough if this is a literature review.
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	In a scientific paper, it is better to provide information filled with evidences that came from other scientific papers. It should not be based on opinion. Please follow the PRISMA procedure. Or if this is not a literature review, then still the author should add more evidence through citations.
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