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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.


	The manuscript provides a timely and highly relevant synthesis of the intersection between agronomy, quality control, and clinical translation within the context of India's ethnomedicinal sector. By bridging the gap between upstream cultivation practices (genotype selection, soil management) and downstream therapeutic outcomes, the authors address a critical "blind spot" often found in botanical medicine literature. The integration of recent data regarding safety concerns, specifically heavy metal contamination and herb-induced liver injury, adds significant value to the scientific community, shifting the narrative from purely descriptive ethnobotany to a rigorous systems-biology approach. The review is well-structured and serves as an excellent resource for researchers involved in the modernization of traditional medicine
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the tittle is fairly 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 suitable. 
While comprehensive, the authors might consider explicitly mentioning one or two specific plant examples ( Withania somnifera or Curcuma longa) in the abstract to give the reader immediate context, although this is not strictly necessary as the keywords cover this
	

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

· The authors correctly identify that therapeutic reproducibility is a function of phytochemical consistency, which is in turn driven by genotype-environment interactions.

· The pharmacological and clinical sections rely on recent systematic reviews and meta-analyses (for example regarding Ashwagandha and Turmeric) rather than relying solely on traditional claims, which strengthens the scientific validity.

· The discussion on safety, particularly regarding Tinospora cordifolia and liver injury, is balanced and supported by recent multicenter studies.

· The methodology for literature selection is clearly defined and appropriate for a narrative review.



	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are.
	

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


	Yes, English quality is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically robust, technically sound, and addresses a significant topic with high-quality writing
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