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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 is important for the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive ecological and ethnobotanical review of Tylophora rotundifolia, a significantly underexplored medicinal plant with promising therapeutic potential. 
By documenting traditional knowledge, phytochemistry, and conservation concerns, the study bridges cultural heritage with modern scientific inquiry. 
It highlights urgent conservation needs while proposing integrative strategies that combine indigenous practices with scientific methods. This work not only preserves valuable ethnomedicinal knowledge but also opens pathways for future pharmacological research, sustainable use, and biodiversity conservation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Traditional Knowledge and Conservation of Tylophora rotundifolia: An Ecological and Ethnobotanical Review” is clear and informative, but it can be slightly refined for precision and scientific appeal. Right now, it emphasizes conservation and traditional knowledge, but since your manuscript also covers phytochemistry, traditional uses, ecological role, and conservation strategies, you might want a broader and sharper title.

Here are a few alternative suggestions:

1. “Ecological and Ethnobotanical Insights into Tylophora rotundifolia: Traditional Knowledge, Phytochemistry, and Conservation Strategies”

2. “Ethnobotany, Ecology, and Conservation of Tylophora rotundifolia: Bridging Traditional Knowledge with Modern Science”


	

	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.


	Tylophora rotundifolia is a lesser-known medicinal plant traditionally used for respiratory, inflammatory, and digestive disorders. Unlike related species such as T. indica, it remains underexplored despite its therapeutic potential. This review integrates ecological and ethnobotanical perspectives to document its traditional uses, phytochemical profile, and conservation needs. Field surveys, interviews, and literature analysis confirm its importance in indigenous medicine, with key bioactive compounds such as tylophorine, quercetin, and kaempferol contributing to its anti-asthmatic, anti-inflammatory, and antioxidant activities. Ecologically, the species supports pollinators, aids soil stability, and contributes to biodiversity, but faces threats from habitat degradation, overharvesting, and poor regeneration. Conservation strategies recommended include in-situ protection, ex-situ propagation, and community-based cultivation to reduce extractive pressure. 
This study emphasizes the urgent need to preserve both the species and associated traditional knowledge, while highlighting its potential for future pharmacological research and sustainable healthcare applications.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its main content—it accurately presents the ethnobotanical uses, phytochemistry, ecology, and conservation of Tylophora rotundifolia.

However, a few refinements are needed:

· Use Apocynaceae consistently (instead of both Apocynaceae and Asclepiadaceae).

· Verify references with unusual years (e.g., 2024, 2025).

· Rephrase ecological roles to avoid overstatements (e.g., “soil stabilization” instead of “preventing landslides”).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient or recent enough. Many are outdated (before 2000) and some appear incorrect (e.g., Bargah et al., 2024/2025). You should add more recent works on phytochemistry, ethnobotany, and conservation of medicinal plants. Suggested additions:

· Goyal S. et al. (2017). Phytochemistry and pharmacological activities of Tylophora species. J Ethnopharmacol, 197:186–201.

· Kala C.P. (2015). Ethnobotany and conservation of plant diversity in India. J Ethnobiol Ethnomed, 11:20.

· Singh S. et al. (2021). Conservation strategies for threatened medicinal plants in India. Plant Sci Today, 8(2):379–388.


	

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


	The language is clear but needs polishing for scholarly standards. Some sentences are long, repetitive, and have minor grammar issues. Editing for clarity, conciseness, and consistency will make it fully suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic with useful data, but it needs language polishing, updated references, and improved clarity in presentation to meet scholarly standards.
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