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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)


	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 research holds importance as it reveals the commonly disregarded medicinal value of widely used timber species found across different regions of India, thereby bridging traditional insight with neoteric ethnopharmacological knowledge. Moreover, the research escalates the credibility of indigenous medical practices and draws attention to the ecological and cultural significance of these versatile plants by documenting the phytopharmacological applications of plant species traditionally evaluated for their timber.  Additionally, this exploration encourages management by endorsing timber trees as dual-purpose resources that contribute to both economic development and traditional healthcare systems against life-threatening ailments.
 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Timber species of India and their medicinal uses” is too broad and should be replaced by “Selected Timber Species of India and Their Traditional Medicinal Uses”
	

	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.


	Although the abstract provides a broad overview, it could be strengthened by clearly emphasizing the research gap to underline the importance of documenting the medicinal uses of timber species. The study’s objectives are not clearly articulated and should be presented more explicitly. Including the criteria for selecting the timber species, along with the categories of their medicinal applications, would improve clarity, precision, and the overall relevance of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and the data and interpretations appear to be accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references provided are sufficient and recent. Moreover, the authors should ensure a consistent referencing style throughout and include DOIs for those references where they are missing.
	

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


	The language of the article is scientifically clear but requires refinement for improved clarity. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The rationale for selecting the three regions should be clearly explained. Why were Himachal Pradesh, Odisha, and Rajasthan specifically chosen?

· The criteria for choosing the timber species need to be explicitly stated.

· The authors should provide additional details regarding the field surveys and ethnobotanical interviews, including:

· The total number of participants or interviewees

· The inclusion and exclusion criteria for participant selection

· Whether the surveys were conducted online or offline

· General pattern of questionnaires

· It should be clarified why participants such as traditional healers, elderly community members, and forest dwellers were included.

· How does the methodology ensure the reliability and authenticity of the collected data?

· Although the manuscript outlines region-specific uses of species (e.g., respiratory remedies in Himachal Pradesh, gastrointestinal and dermatological uses in Odisha, and diabetic treatments in Rajasthan), can the authors include information on the key phytochemicals present in these species?

· Including examples of bioactive compounds along with mechanistic insights would strengthen the scientific validity and relevance of the study.

· The discussion section should be more logically structured to clearly connect the findings with ethnobotanical, phytochemical, and pharmacological evidence.
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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 detail)

NO
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