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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 provides a well-documented overview of ancient fumigation practices across major civilizations and successfully connects traditional ethnobotanical knowledge with modern microbiological validation. It highlights the scientific rationale behind these cultural rituals and their relevance to present-day disinfection and antimicrobial research. The topic bridges anthropology, microbiology, and ethnopharmacology, making it valuable for researchers in public health, traditional medicine, and bioresource technology. It also supports sustainable alternatives to chemical disinfectants, aligning with global environmental goals
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects both the historical and scientific focus of 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and clearly summarizes the scope, cultural perspectives, and scientific findings. However, the authors may consider including one specific quantitative result (e.g., percentage reduction in microbial load) to strengthen the scientific emphasis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-referenced, and demonstrates coherence between traditional knowledge and modern microbiological validation. The interpretations are appropriate and supported by recent literature. Minor improvements can be made by including more specific data comparisons in the microbiological validation section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are extensive, current, and relevant. The citations include multiple recent (2020–2024) studies from reputable journals. No additional references are required at this stage.
	

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


	The language is clear, grammatically correct, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor stylistic edits (e.g., to remove redundancy in some historical sections) could further enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents an impressive interdisciplinary synthesis. The authors have balanced cultural and scientific perspectives effectively. They may consider adding a brief “Future Perspectives” section discussing how these ancient fumigation practices could inspire modern biotechnological innovations or eco-friendly disinfectant development.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript.
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