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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 an addition to the expanding field of ethnobotany, specifically addressing the ethnomedicinal value of exotic (non-native) plant species used by inhabitants of Vaishali district, an area considered less explored. The manuscript offers significant information regarding the utilization of non-native plant species by local inhabitants for traditional medicine, reflecting the evolving nature of traditional knowledge. The significance of this research lies in the conservation of biodiversity and judicious utilization of resources, apart from offering valuable information for further scientific research. The research has limitations, yet it offers valuable information for further research and other activities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The existing title is generally relevant but can be improved with respect to its clarity and scientific exactness. It is relevant with respect to the major area of concern but is somewhat generic and does not specifically indicate the methodology or the contribution of the study.

A more exact and scientifically refined title could be:

“An Ethnobotanical Survey of Exotic Medicinal Plant Species in Vaishali District, Bihar, India”
	

	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 appears to be an overall summary of the study, which includes the background, purpose, methods, and findings. However, it is not entirely comprehensive and is not well structured in accordance with a scientific study. The abstract must be made clearer and grammatically correct. It is also important that the methodology be described more precisely. In addition, the results are not entirely clear. For example, are there any specific numbers of species, types of plant families, and uses? Moreover, there are grammatically incorrect and unclear statements in the abstract. In addition, there are statements such as “plants need conservation” and “used...as antioxidant antimicrobial properties,” which are not entirely correct.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is partially scientifically sound, but it is not fully rigorous in its current form. Although the study is based on field survey work and is useful in providing ethnobotany, there are a few scientific limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are partially adequate but not entirely sufficient or up-to-date enough for the requirements of a modern scientific article. While the authors have managed to incorporate some classical and relevant references from the field of ethnobotany, the references are not entirely up-to-date enough, with the majority of the references being from before 2015, and there is also a lack of the incorporation of recent (2023-2025) peer-reviewed articles, which are necessary to support the current scientific discussions in the field of ethnomedicine and biodiversity studies. Some of the references are also not formatted properly, and some are also duplicated.
	

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


	The language and English used in the manuscript are not of good quality and cannot be used for scholarly purposes. The text contains many grammatical errors, incorrect sentence structures, spelling errors, and inconsistencies in the use of scientific terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript deals with an interesting and relevant topic and provides valuable information regarding the ethnomedicinal value of exotic plant species of a particular region of Bihar. The approach of carrying out field research and listing plant species is appreciable. However, there is a need for improvement in the language, content, and scientific presentation of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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