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	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 a timely and comprehensive synthesis of the multifaceted roles of orchids beyond their traditional ornamental value. By bridging ethnobotanical traditional knowledge with modern phytochemical and nutritional data, it highlights the potential of orchids as functional foods and nutraceuticals. This work is particularly significant for the scientific community as it addresses food security and biodiversity conservation, offering a roadmap for transitioning endangered wild resources into sustainable agricultural products
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is. 
	

	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 suitable
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound. It correctly identifies species-specific bioactive compounds, such as vanillin in Vanilla planifolia and glucomannans (salep) in Orchis species, and supports these claims with recent literature. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, it’s
	

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


	Yes, it is academic English. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from a more detailed discussion on the specific biotechnological tools (e.g., CRISPR or advanced tissue culture) that could accelerate the domestication of these species and Ensure all units in Table 4 are consistent across different species to allow for easier direct comparison by the reader
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No. As a review of existing literature, there are no apparent ethical issues regarding human or animal subjects 
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