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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 manuscript provides a much-needed synthesis of scattered information on the morphology, habitat preferences, host associations, and ethnobotanical uses of Osyris lanceolata across its pantropical range, with particular emphasis on Odisha, India. The detailed documentation of host range, distribution patterns, and traditional medicinal applications highlights critical knowledge gaps in population ecology, regeneration biology, and sustainable harvesting, thereby establishing an essential baseline for future experimental, pharmacological, and conservation-focused research


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is long and could be streamlined to “Ecology and Ethnobotany of Osyris lanceolata Hochst. & Steud. (Santalaceae) in Odisha, 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 is not comprehensive enough, it reads more like a mini-introduction and could be sharpened to better fit typical abstract structure by briefly indicating methods and making the main findings more explicit (e.g., confirmed localities, host range patterns, and evidence for scattered, poorly regenerating populations). It would be helpful to add 1–2 concrete, result‑type statements (for example, about new records from Odisha or patterns of host generalism and patchy distribution) and 1 sentence that clearly states the primary practical implication (e.g., how the synthesis can guide specific conservation or management actions). 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound overall, with interpretations that are well grounded in published literature and supported by your field observations. The taxonomic treatment, morphological descriptions, habitat characterization, and statements about hemiparasitic behavior and host generalism are consistent with existing work on Osyris lanceolata and related taxa.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include a solid mix of regional floras, ethnobotanical sources, and recent work on Osyris lanceolata and related topics but it can be updated by adding few of broader synthetic works on hemiparasitic Santalaceae or parasitic plant ecology to better situate O. lanceolata in a global parasitic-plant context.
	

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


	Yes, the English is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear sentence structure. A careful copy-edit would still be beneficial to smooth a few long sentences, ensure consistent tense and hyphenation, and correct minor punctuation issues, but these are refinements rather than major language problems
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a valuable synthesis of scattered information on Osyris lanceolata and is particularly strong in integrating morphology, ecology, and ethnobotany with region-specific field observations from Odisha. The emphasis on host associations, patchy distribution, and intensive medicinal use provides a clear rationale for conservation concern and will be useful to both researchers and practitioners. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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