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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 is important as it documents and scientifically validates ethno medicinal practices for cancer management among tribal communities in Idukki, Kerala. It bridges indigenous knowledge with modern scientific validation, providing evidence-based insights into adoption and perceived effectiveness. The findings contribute to ethno pharmacology, cancer care research, and the preservation of traditional medical knowledge.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, concise, and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript. 

No change needed.
	

	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 comprehensive and provides objectives, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by briefly highlighting the number of EMPs rated as rational vs. irrational for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology (field survey, expert validation, adoption/perceived effectiveness analysis) is robust and systematic. Results are well supported by pharmacological evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, relevant, and fairly recent (2011–2018). A few more recent studies (post-2019) on phytochemicals with anticancer potential could strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in acceptable scholarly English. Minor grammatical corrections and sentence restructuring in some places would improve flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A well-structured manuscript with significant ethnobotanical and pharmacological relevance. Minor revisions in abstract clarity and grammar recommended.
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