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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.


	The review manuscript does not state its purpose. It only contains a review of Bhilwa (Semecarpus anacardium) from various sources with long-standing references. There is no current review of the urgency of Bhilwa (Semecarpus anacardium). Critical analysis and current needs of Bhilwa (Semecarpus anacardium) are not clearly included. The direction of Bhilwa (Semecarpus anacardium) research needs to be clarified for the current scientific community.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.

	

	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.


	Abstract is not comprehensive enough. It is better to write the objective, write the progress of the findings from time to time about Bhilwa (Semecarpus anacardium), the prospects for the novelty of the discovery, and the method are important to include.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are inadequate. References from the last 10 years are less than 10%. So, there are still many older references, so the novelty of this article isn't yet apparent.

	

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


	Yes. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This review of Bhilwa (Semecarpus anacardium) doesn't include many new research findings. Important aspects of this article aren't readily apparent, likely because its purpose isn't explicitly stated. However, for the sake of a review, it's worth publishing.
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