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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript addresses a crucial public health and economic challenge in rural communities, specifically the lack of accessible and affordable water purification methods. By investigating the potential of mistletoe as a natural and sustainable alternative for water treatment, the study offers valuable insights into leveraging indigenous knowledge for practical environmental solutions. While the current work primarily relies on survey data, it lays foundational groundwork by assessing community awareness and perceptions, highlighting an area ripe for further empirical validation. The findings, once experimentally supported, could significantly impact public health outcomes by reducing waterborne diseases and stimulate local economies through new livelihood opportunities related to mistletoe cultivation and processing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "THE ECONOMIC IMPORTANCE OF MISTLETOE IN WATER PURIFICATION: A CASE STUDY OF IKONO LOCAL GOVERNMENT AREA", is misleading. A "case study" typically implies an in-depth investigation involving specific interventions or detailed analysis within a defined case. Given that this study primarily relies on a survey of community perceptions and awareness rather than experimental validation of water purification efficacy, it is more accurately described as a survey or assessment.
Suggested Alternative Title: "ASSESSING THE PERCEIVED ECONOMIC IMPORTANCE AND APPLICATIONS OF MISTLETOE IN WATER PURIFICATION: A SURVEY IN IKONO LOCAL GOVERNMENT AREA, NIGERIA"
	

	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 largely comprehensive and provides a fair overview of the study. No significant additions or deletions are immediately necessary to improve its comprehensiveness for an abstract of this nature.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a methodologically sound survey based on respondent data. However, its scientific "correctness" in terms of validating the effectiveness of mistletoe for water purification is limited, as the study explicitly states it is a perception-based survey and does not include physical or laboratory experiments. But yes its scientifically correct and there is scope for future study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and appropriately recent, with citations spanning from 2000 to 2021
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications. The writing is clear, concise, and maintains an appropriate academic tone throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study requires empirical validation through laboratory analyses or field experiments to corroborate the perceived effectiveness of its application. The current study provides valuable insights into community knowledge and perception, which is a crucial first step, but it does not scientifically prove the efficacy of mistletoe for water purification.
Validation is required experimentally/Scientifically.
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