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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	It is stated that the plant Acorus calamus is facing the threat of extinction and that there are a limited number of pharmacological studies related to this plant. However, there are many pharmacological studies on this plant, and most of them have not been mentioned.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate but insufficient. The title mentions "the conservation and ethnobotanical characteristics of the plant." However, in the text, in addition to these, biological studies are also discussed, making it incomplete. An alternative title could be: "A Review on the Conservation Status, Ethnobotanical Characteristics and Some Biological Studies of Acorus calamus."
	

	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.


	At the end of the abstract, emphasis should have been placed on the general aim of the paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, that is correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is insufficient.
	

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


	Yes, it is appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The deficiencies I mentioned in the first part should be corrected. There are many studies (especially biological studies) related to the Acorus calamus plant mentioned in the text on literature search sites such as Google Scholar and PubMed. After reviewing these studies, they should be added to this text. Additionally, the abstract and conclusion sections are very similar to each other. The conclusion section should be reviewed again.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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