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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 provides an important contribution to ethnobotanical documentation in the Erbaa district of Türkiye. It highlights how traditional plant knowledge contributes to biodiversity and cultural sustainability. By cataloguing 139 plant taxa and their uses, it serves as an essential record for both cultural preservation and scientific research.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is concise and accurately represents the study content. No changes are needed.
	

	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 informative and summarizes key objectives, methodology, and major findings effectively. It clearly presents the study’s scope and results. No additional modifications required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically sound and well-structured. Field surveys, identification methods, and data organization follow standard ethnobotanical protocols. The analysis and discussion sections are coherent and logically presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and adequately cover both foundational and contemporary literature. A few recent sources (after 2020) on ethnobotanical conservation could further enrich the reference list.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, professional English suitable for publication. Minor grammatical refinements could enhance fluency but overall quality is high.
	

	Optional/General comments


	An excellent regional ethnobotanical survey that effectively combines field data and cultural insights. It is a valuable contribution to traditional knowledge documentation in Türkiye.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues identified.
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