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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, 
Assessment and Attitude on sacred Indian plants in (region name)
	

	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.


	No,
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, very few references used.
	

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


	Needs to be updated.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Is this manuscript a laboratory study or a survey? We find no analysis of chemical compounds or extraction methods, nor any explanation of how to conduct a field survey to collect samples and specimens.
· Introduction needs to be paraphrased and contain more than one paragraph.

· Aim of the study is absent.

· Experimental data analysis is absent.

· Species identification needs an expert taxonomist or comparing the specimen with that present in herbarium.

· How did the aqueous extraction do? It should be explained in details.

· How did the Phytochemical screening achieve? Explain it.

· Location of (Plate 1) should be within the results and discussion section.

· Scientific names must be precise and correct.
· Table 1: The authors are strongly encouraging to modify the table.
· The section (Future works on sustainable ….) is superfluous.

· Conclusion: This needs to be reworded, and the authors are encouraged to focus on what they have accomplished in their work. Some phrases are unnecessary and irrelevant to this study, such as: play in ecological and cultural conservation ……., These findings emphasize the potential of sacred grove species as reservoirs of pharmacologically …….. , etc. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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