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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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)



Further, the author cannot refer to etnomedical plants without mentioning  the most important,  Artemisia

	 and Quinin from Cinchona (both mentioned under results)
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, should be more precise
The tittle is somewhat misleading, it should tell that only Indian ethopharmacological plants described
	

	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.


	Abstract is OK
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Under methodology, the inclusive criteria are well described, but there should also be mentioned exclusion criteria and how many articles were included.
Under results, it is not clear when an accepted effect is in-vitro or in-vivo. A lot of plant extracts have shown effect in-vitro but did not work in-vivo e g because they were metabolized, or not absorbed sufficiently etc

Further,  these traditional plants are used for various purposes as written in the text. It would help if this was included in table 1 as a separate column, so we have mode of use in one columns and effect in another

Table 2 is .
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The WHO global malaria report as quoted above should be included
	

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


	fine
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is an interesting but very short review, rather a sort of a catalogue of known and studied Indian medical plants with a long reference list. In the conclusion, suggestions are made for a way forward to see which of these plant extracts can be used on scale. As demonstrated by the Artimisin history, for the medical industry to pick up, the effect should not be a combined effect of several compounds, because that is too complicated. Further, since plant extracts are not patentable, synthetic modifications should lead to more effective or less toxic compounds that can be synthesized and patented. Without keeping that in mind, ethnic plants will remain ethnic; I think the authors thoughts about this aspect and how to overcome it should be part of the conclusion
As written above, the review is a short catalogue of especially Indian traditional plant based medicine with a short description in table 2 of what sort of molecules are involved. It can serve for inspiration for people that want to know more about such plants and the long reference list can find more thorough information. However, since the goal is said to find new compounds to replace failing medications due to parasite resistance, it should also describe what problems there are in that. Itg is not just to make nano delivery, it is about patents, the medical industry is after all just another industry.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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