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	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.


	This manuscript is important because it highlights how non-wood forest products (NWFPs) support the economy and the environment in Brazil and Japan. It shows how they provide livelihoods for local communities while helping to protect forests. By promoting sustainable alternatives to timber, this study offers valuable insights for conservation and resource management.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate.
	

	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 logically organized and complete. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper displays an unbiased, impartial scientific/scholarly discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References should be at least ten years recency from the time the study was conducted, except for policies. The format may be reviewed for uniformity and completeness, "et al" in the references may be complete.
	

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


	The language used is comprehensive and suitable for scholarly communications.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The research findings were presented in a clear, logical, and rational manner.
The paper is logically organized and complete. All elements of the paper are properly written and presented. The paper shows the researcher’s expertise in research management.

No plagiarism has been suspected.
	


	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)
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