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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.

	The manuscript is of significance to the scientific community; however, several minor revisions are required.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	It is recommended that “total flavonoid content” be included in the title. Additionally, the language should be revised for grammatical accuracy.

	

	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 introduction to the abstract is overly lengthy and includes too many numbers and data. Therefore, a clearer emphasis on the studied regions and the resulting conclusions would be more appropriate for the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically important. However, it does not mention the ecosystem characteristics of the sampled regions. This leads to significant changes in the content of the samples. The article states that stress factors may be created, but ecosystem characteristics are not specified. The discussion section also mentions the properties of the ash and its high heavy metal content. However, no comparison is made between the article's own results and the discussion section. This section needs to be expanded by discussing the available results. It would also be appropriate to correct the tables to make them more understandable based on these results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Resources are generally sufficient. However, the number of resources could be increased somewhat in the last five years.
	

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

	Overall, the article's language is repetitive and contains too many words. This could be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The article is generally important. However, the most significant omission is the lack of mention of the characteristics of the ecosystems from which the samples were taken. These ecosystems significantly alter stress factors in the samples. Also, was permission required for sampling? It would be ethically better for the author to address this issue in the article, specifying whether permission was necessary or not. I recommend mentioning this point.
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	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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