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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 paper is a valuable and important piece of descriptive ethnobotanical research. Its primary strength lies in the successful documentation of local, traditional knowledge that is at risk of disappearing. It serves as an excellent baseline study and a crucial record for conservationists, botanists, and future researchers. While the study could be enhanced by incorporating greater methodological detail and quantitative analysis, it stands as a solid contribution to the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the tittle is  suitable for the article
	

	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.


	Based on the article, the abstract is well comprehensive. But, it should include details about the method and methodology used during the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, all the references are recent. Latest one paper cited in the paper is published in 2025.
	

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


	Yes , English Quality of the article   is suitable for scholarly communication but need revision in grammatic errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper presents an ethnobotanical survey conducted in the Panagar block of Jabalpur district, Madhya Pradesh, India and identified 34 plant species across 22 families, with the Leguminosae family being the most dominant. But it has some drawbacks and serious errors in the manuscript:
1. In the paper, only descriptive statistics are presented, the paper would benefit from basic quantitative analysis (e.g., frequency of use, use-value index, Relative frequency citation (RFC), Relative importance (RI) and other indices should be included in the manuscript to strengthen its scientific rigor.
2. The paper did not mention the name and geographical location  of the villages under study area  in which the study was conducted. Provide the maps of the study area. Exact location of research area.
3. In Table 2, "Euphorbiaceae" is listed twice. These should be consolidated.
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