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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, corrects the manuscript and 

highlights that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Kindly give us the fidelity level index 
2. Preferential ranking 
3. Use value and Use diversity of medicinal plants in the area 
4. Paired comparison in treatment preferably using the Jaccard’s coefficient of 

similarity. 
 

 
1. Table 5.  
2. The respondents were not inquired to do Direct Matrix Ranking for 

medicinal plants with diverse use and Preference Ranking of the 
medicinal plants for specific ailment (and not suitable to do for all 
ailments). 

3. Table 3. 
4. Not sufficient data for Jaccard’s coefficient of similarity comparison. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

NO 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
NO 

 

 
 
 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. 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) 
 
 

No, there were no ethical issues. But the name of the practitioners is not 
mentioned for privacy. 
 

 


