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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.


	The manuscript provides valuable documentation of the floristic diversity of the newly developed trail at the AJCBIBG, which is one of the oldest and largest botanic gardens in Asia. It highlights the importance of urban green spaces in biodiversity conservation, environmental education, and human well-being. The findings are significant as they record endemic and threatened taxa within a small urbanized area, thereby contributing to conservation priorities and urban forestry research supporting ecological, educational, and recreational purposes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and reflects the scope of the study. No modification is required.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-written, summarizing the purpose, importance, and outcomes of the study. However, it could be slightly improved by including quantitative highlights—such as the number of species recorded, the proportion of trees, herbs, climbers, etc., and the presence of endemic and threatened taxa. This would make the abstract more informative and data-driven.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The floristic survey and identification methods are consistent with standard botanical practices, and references to authoritative databases enhance reliability. The results are clearly presented, supported by figures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors are requested to add more references and in-text citations and include recent works (2020–2025), along with older foundational sources. To further strengthen the discussion, a few more references on the role of urban green spaces in biodiversity conservation and human health benefits could be included (e.g., global studies on urban forestry, ecosystem services, or biodiversity in urban landscapes).
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, coherent, and appropriate for scholarly communication. Minor typographical or grammatical polishing may improve readability, but overall the manuscript is well-written.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:
Jun Shapkota, Nepal
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

