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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 valuable, consolidated information on the morphology, ecology, distribution, and ethnobotanical importance of Osyris lanceolata, a poorly documented hemiparasitic tree. The inclusion of field-based evidence from Odisha fills important regional knowledge gaps in India. The study serves as a useful baseline for future research on conservation, sustainable use, and ecological management of this threatened species.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested alternative titles (optional):

· Morphology, Distribution, Habitat and Ethnobotanical Significance of Osyris lanceolata Hochst. & Steud. (Santalaceae)
· Ecology, Distribution and Ethnomedicinal Importance of the Hemiparasitic Tree Osyris lanceolata
· Osyris lanceolata (Santalaceae): Morphological Characteristics, Habitat Preferences and Ethnobotanical Uses with Special Reference to 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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly states the background, objectives, scope, and significance of the study. It effectively summarizes the species’ ecological characteristics, distribution, hemiparasitic nature, and ethnobotanical importance, with appropriate emphasis on Odisha.

Suggestions for improvement:

· Consider briefly mentioning the field survey component and confirmation of host associations in Odisha to highlight the methodological strength of the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct. The taxonomic treatment, morphological descriptions, distributional records, and ethnobotanical information are consistent with standard floras and previously published literature. The methodology and field observations are appropriate for a short communication, and the interpretations are logical and well supported by references. No major scientific errors are evident; only minor editorial refinements may be required.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are largely sufficient and relevant, covering classical floristic works as well as recent studies up to 2023–2025. The combination of regional floras, ethnobotanical surveys, and ecological studies adequately supports the objectives of the short communication.

Suggestions:
· If available, the authors may consider adding recent conservation status or IUCN-related references on Osyris lanceolata to strengthen the conservation perspective.

· Inclusion of recent phytochemical or pharmacological studies (last 5 years) would further support the ethnomedicinal claims.


	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, scientifically precise, and uses appropriate academic terminology throughout. Sentence structure and flow are generally good, with ideas presented in a logical and coherent manner. Only minor grammatical edits and stylistic polishing may be required to further improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized, scientifically sound, and appropriate for publication as a short communication. It effectively integrates field observations with an extensive review of literature to highlight the morphological, ecological, distributional, and ethnobotanical importance of Osyris lanceolata, with valuable regional insights from Odisha, India. The study addresses an under-documented yet economically and medicinally important hemiparasitic species and provides useful baseline information for future ecological, conservation, and pharmacological research. Only minor editorial and stylistic refinements are suggested to further enhance clarity and presentation.
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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 major ethical issues are evident in this manuscript. The study is based on literature review and non-destructive field observations, and it does not involve human subjects, animal experimentation, or sensitive personal data.
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