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	This manuscript explores the diversity of wild edible fruits and their utilization in indigenous livelihoods within the Dollo, Qorahay, and Nogob zones of the Somali Region in Ethiopia. The diversity of wild edible fruits and their traditional uses are vital to local livelihoods, particularly for economic productivity, nutrition, and food security. In addition to supplying essential nutrients to standard meals, these fruits can provide income for local communities. The conservation and sustainable management of these fruits are significantly reliant on traditional knowledge. Nevertheless, rural communities require education on sustainable management, marketing, and domestic utilization of wild edible fruits. From this standpoint, this manuscript is significant for the scientific community.
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