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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 significant contribution to the scientific community by synthesizing scattered ethnomedicinal knowledge on the Macrosolen and Scurrula genera, a historically under-researched group of parasitic plants. The review effectively highlights a critical research gap and establishes clear priorities for future pharmacological, phytochemical, and conservation-based investigations. By consolidating traditional applications , it serves as a foundational reference to guide modern scientific validation of these taxa
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is  suitable
	

	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.


	Yes. The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. No additions or deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its approach, literature synthesis, and discussion. The methodology for the systematic review is appropriate , and the conclusions are well-supported by the compiled data
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and appropriately recent. The authors have included a solid mix of foundational ethnobotanical studies and contemporary pharmacological and review papers
	

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


	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable and timely review that successfully consolidates fragmented information on two neglected medicinal genera. The inclusion of original field photography (Fig. 1) , stemming from the authors' field survey, is a commendable addition that enhances the manuscript's quality.
The inclusion of the specific ethnic groups surveyed in the ethnobotanical investigations would have significantly enhanced the impact and scientific rigor of the study. Such data would be instrumental in determining whether the knowledge concerning the pharmacological properties of parasitic plants is broadly distributed across different geographical areas, or if it is specific to distinct regions or particular ethnic groups. This contextualization is essential for effectively evaluating the consensus surrounding the reported pharmacological properties
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