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	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 paper makes an important contribution to the scientific community in the field of biodiversity conservation and tropical forest resource management. By identifying 38 species of non-timber forest products (NTFPs) and mapping anthropogenic pressures on their availability, the study strengthens understanding of the ecological and social dynamics in the buffer zone of Boumba-Beck National Park. These findings are highly relevant in the context of the growing need for inclusive and evidence-based conservation approaches, particularly in tropical regions resilient to resource exploitation pressures. The ethnobotanical and spatial approaches used not only yield valuable biodiversity data but also offer a replicable scientific framework for sustainable NTFP management in other protected areas. Thus, this paper supports the development of community-based conservation policies, which are increasingly recognized as an effective strategy for protecting vulnerable tropical ecosystems while empowering local communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The title of the article is quite informative and relevant.
	

	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 quite comprehensive, but there are several suggestions for improvement:

· Add the survey period and location, Use a standard abstract structure.

· A few additional sentences that could be included “These findings indicate that NTFP exploitation without sustainable management can threaten the survival of ecologically and economically important species. Therefore, participatory conservation strategies that consider spatial distribution and harvesting pressure are urgently needed.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically sound because it consistently meets the methodological rules and principles of evidence-based conservation through the formulation of explicit objectives, the application of appropriate linear transect methods and ethnobotanical surveys, valid spatial mapping with GPS and QGIS, verified taxonomic identification at the National Herbarium, quantitative and contextual analysis of harvesting pressure, and the support of relevant scientific references and participatory conservation legal frameworks.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and relevant, but most are historical or published before 2020. Here are some relevant and up-to-date references that can strengthen the text. These references can be used to support the discussion sections, particularly those related to conservation policy, market pressures, and landscape approaches:
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3. Obed Asamoah, Jones Abrefa Danquah, Dastan Bamwesigye, Scholastica Akalibey, Mark Appiah, Ari Pappinen, A systematic review of the potential of non-timber forest products to alleviate poverty, Ecological Frontiers, Volume 45, Issue 5, 2025, Pages 1123-1134, ISSN 2950-5097, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecofro.2025.05.002.

	

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


	In general, the quality of the English in the article is quite good and understandable, but it does not fully meet international scientific communication standards. Here are some notes for improvement:

1. Some sentences are too long and need to be broken up to be more concise and academic.

2. There are minor errors such as tense and pluralization errors (e.g., "NTFP is" → "NTFPs are").

3. The style needs to be adjusted to be more formal and in accordance with scientific writing conventions (e.g., avoid "this work aims to show..." and use "this study demonstrates...").
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents an important and relevant contribution to the field of biodiversity conservation and management of non-timber forest products (NTFPs) in tropical Africa. The study combines ethnobotanical and spatial approaches to identify NTFP species diversity, utilization patterns by local communities, and anthropogenic pressures affecting their availability around Boumba-Beck National Park. The methodology used is sound and replicable, while the results provide a strong scientific basis for the development of community-based conservation strategies. To improve the quality of the manuscript, the conclusion should concisely restate the answers to each research objective. Add a closing sentence stating the direction for policy or further research. This manuscript is worthy of consideration for publication after improvements in linguistic aspects, consistency of terminology, and the addition of up-to-date references to strengthen the scientific context.
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