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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 manuscript offers valuable insight into the traditional knowledge of ethnomedicinal plants used by tribal and rural communities in the Gwalior-Chambal region of Madhya Pradesh, India. By documenting these practices, it helps preserve cultural heritage and opens opportunities for further research in herbal-based therapeutics for musculoskeletal disorders. The data may also serve as a reference point for pharmacological studies and natural drug discovery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is broadly appropriate. However, a more concise and academic phrasing may enhance clarity and impact. Suggested alternative:

"Ethnomedicinal Plants of Gwalior-Chambal Region for Musculoskeletal Disorders: A Review"
	

	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 general overview but lacks a structured format. It would benefit from clearer segmentation into background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. Reducing redundancy and improving coherence will also enhance its effectiveness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically relevant and reflects an extensive review of regional literature. However, it would benefit from deeper critical analysis and clearer methodological description. Integrating patterns across studies and highlighting knowledge gaps would significantly improve the scholarly value of the paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a substantial list of references, many of which are relevant. That said, a significant portion is outdated. It is strongly recommended to include more recent studies from the last 5 years, especially from high-impact journals indexed in Scopus or Web of Science.
	

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


	The manuscript needs thorough language editing. There are multiple grammatical and structural issues that hinder readability. Sentences are often overly long or fragmented, and the overall flow can be improved with professional language polishing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider adding a geographical map of the study region.

· Visual data presentation could be improved (e.g., plant-ailment associations in the form of network diagrams or distribution maps).

· A clearer research gap statement and potential future directions would strengthen the discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There are no direct ethical concerns since this is a review article based on published literature. However, it is advisable for the authors to clearly mention in the manuscript that no human or animal subjects were involved.
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