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	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.


	Arnebia benthamii is a plant species with a relatively narrow distribution in Nepal, Pakistan, and the western Himalaya. This plant species is distributed in the sub-alpine and alpine zones of the North West Himalaya. The plant has been traditionally used to cure various diseases of the tongue, throat, fever, eye, hair loss, bronchitis, abdominal pain and cardiac disorders. Besides, it is highly valued for its antioxidant, anti-diabetic, anti-fungal, cardioprotective, anti-inflammatory, anti-pyretic, anti-septic, anti-biotic, anthelmintic, anti-bacterial, anti-cancerous, diuretic and expectorant properties. Therefore, they are widely harvested naturally for traditional medicinal purposes, industrial raw materials, etc. Research on this species is important and necessary for sustainable management, conservation, use and development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is consistent with the objectives, main content, methods and research results. However, to comprehensively reflect the objectives and content of the article. The article's title should be revised: 

(1) the species' scientific name should be considered carefully. This is an academic article; therefore, the principles of using botanical scientific names must be strictly followed. The scientific name should be written in full (including genus name + species name + author name (first describer) or year of publication), the full name should be added to the title of the article: (Arnebia benthamii (Wall. ex G.Don) I.M.Johnst.) In which, genus name + species name is italicized, the name of the describing author is upright. 

(2) The two keywords "biological" and "use value" should be added to the title of the article. Because 3 out of 6 contents of the article (i, geographical distribution; ii, morphology; iii, Arnebia in traditional Persian medicine). Therefore, the article's title should be revised to "Arnebia benthamii (Wall. ex G.Don) I.M.Johnst.: An Endangered Medicinal plant of the western Himalayas - Biological, usage value, Pharmacological Insights, Phytochemistry and Agrotechnological Advances"
	

	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 highlights the article's reason, content, method, and results. The writing style is fluent and highly academic. However, it is necessary to supplement the current status of using this plant species locally with 1-2 sentences (used to treat and care for common diseases? to highlight the real reason for this research) to make the abstract perfect. (as specified in the draft of this article).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate, using terminology appropriate to the discipline, ensuring academic integrity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relatively complete, showing the use of the most recent articles, ensuring the up-to-dateness of the information.
	

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


	The language of the article is suitable for conveying the content, ensuring academic quality. However, it is necessary to check and revise the errors carefully pointed out in the manuscript (details of the attached file)
	

	Optional/General comments


	Keywords: should not repeat keywords already in the title of the article. Instead, other related keywords should be used to increase the ability to search for the article. For example, it includes usage value, useful plants, traditional plants, and indigenous knowledge.

- Method: appropriate to the content, objectives and results. However, it is necessary to add specific information about the number of articles referenced (how many domestic and international articles).
- Some positions of genus names and plant species are not written in italics according to the rules of writing scientific names in an academic article (Arnebia genus has been noted in the manuscript).
- In the introduction, some paragraphs mention A. euchroma, Arnebia densiflora, and 2 species of Arnebia. With the article's title, objectives, and content, information related to the 2 species A. euchroma and Arnebia densiflora should not be included in this article. Because the species that this article needs to clarify is Arnebia benthamii, not A. euchroma, and Arnebia densiflora. It would be more reasonable to delete the 2 paragraphs related to these 2 species.
- In the results and discussion section:

+ Text errors: many places have text errors (no space after punctuation).

+ English grammar errors: These have already been pointed out in the article and need to be improved.

+ Figure 2 in the article refers to the usage value of the genus Arnebia. Based on the content of the article, in my personal opinion, we should not use images simulating the values ​​of the genus Arnebia; instead, simulating the values ​​of the species Arnebia benthamii would be much more logical, scientific and reasonable (the value of the species Arnebia benthamii by referring to articles about this species and synthesising them as Figure 2 of this article).

· The language needs to be carefully checked, especially for errors after the dot (.).
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