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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.


	This manuscript brings out a timely and meaningful discussion on the role of traditional medicine in India's healthcare system, particularly highlighting its relevance in rural and tribal communities. By exploring both the cultural significance and therapeutic value of traditional practices, it adds depth to ongoing conversations about integrating indigenous knowledge with modern healthcare. The focus on Chhattisgarh offers a well-documented regional perspective, which is often lacking in broader reviews. This paper not only informs but also encourages further research and policy development in the field of traditional medicine.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Traditional Medicine: A Review of Its Cultural Significance and Therapeutic Value,” accurately captures the essence of the paper. It is clear and direct.

If a slightly more specific title is desired, you could consider:
“Traditional Medicine in India: Cultural Importance, Health Applications, and Insights from Chhattisgarh.”
	

	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 provides a solid summary of the paper, touching on key elements like the use of medicinal plants, socio-economic impact, and challenges in validation. However, a few small improvements could make it even stronger:

· Break up longer sentences for better readability.

· Clarify the unique contribution of this study — especially the focus on Chhattisgarh.

· Try to maintain consistent terminology throughout (e.g., either “TM” or “CAM”).

Overall, the abstract is informative but would benefit from slight refinement for clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is well-researched and informative. It presents traditional medicine from both cultural and scientific lenses, which makes the work comprehensive and engaging. The integration of modern techniques like computational modeling and bioactive compound analysis adds valuable insight. It would be even stronger with more critical evaluation of data sources — especially those based on field observations or secondary reports.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is well-supported by a wide range of references, including recent and relevant studies from 2023–2024. It blends historical and contemporary sources effectively. Still, it might help to add a few more peer-reviewed studies focusing on clinical or pharmacological validation of traditional practices, especially to support the integration with modern healthcare systems.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear and academic, but there are occasional grammatical errors and awkward phrases. Here are some specific suggestions:

· Fix spacing and punctuation inconsistencies.

· Watch for misused possessives (e.g., “prevention’s” should be “prevention”).

· Some terms like “pro-motivation” could be clarified or reworded for accuracy.

A thorough proofreading or light copy-editing pass would polish the manuscript for publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is rich in content but would benefit from cleaner formatting (e.g., consistent subheadings, properly labeled figures).

· Adding a summary table of key medicinal plants from Chhattisgarh could enhance the practical value of the paper.

· A simple conceptual diagram illustrating the integration of traditional and modern medicine could help visualize your main message.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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