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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 makes a valuable contribution by documenting the diversity and indigenous management practices of Ensete ventricosum landraces in the Kaffa Zone of Ethiopia. The integration of traditional knowledge with quantitative diversity analyses provides essential baseline data for genetic conservation and sustainable crop management. The findings are relevant for researchers focusing on agrobiodiversity, food security, and climate-resilient agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Exploring Enset (Ensete ventricosum (Welw.) Cheesman) Landrace Diversity and Indigenous Practices in the Kaffa Zone of Ethiopia,” is clear and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It effectively conveys the main themes of landrace diversity and traditional knowledge within a specific geographic region.

However, to make it slightly more concise and journal-appropriate, the following alternative title may be suggested: “Diversity and Indigenous Management of Ensete ventricosum Landraces in the Kaffa Zone, Ethiopia.”


	

	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 provides a general overview of the study objectives, methodology, and key findings; however, it could be improved for clarity and structure. It would benefit from explicitly stating the research gap or rationale, as well as a concise mention of the methods used for data analysis (e.g., Simpson’s, Shannon, and Sorenson indices). Additionally, the main quantitative results—such as the number of landraces identified and diversity index values—should be summarized more clearly to highlight the significance of the findings. The abstract could also conclude with a stronger statement emphasizing the implications for conservation and sustainable management of enset genetic resources.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and based on appropriate ethnobotanical and diversity assessment methodologies. The use of Simpson’s, Shannon’s, and Sorenson’s indices for analyzing landrace diversity is methodologically valid and well supported by previous literature. However, the statistical analysis section could benefit from greater detail on data processing and possible limitations, such as sampling bias or environmental variability among sites. Despite these minor issues, the overall scientific approach and interpretation of results are consistent, logical, and reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and relevant, covering both classical and recent works related to Ensete ventricosum diversity, ethnobotany, and sustainable agriculture. However, the majority of citations are older than 10 years, and the manuscript would benefit from including more recent studies (post-2020) that reflect current advances in enset genetics, conservation, and climate resilience.
	

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


	The English language of the manuscript is understandable and generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and consistency in tense usage. Some sentences are overly long or repetitive, and minor issues such as punctuation, article usage, and capitalization should be corrected. Improving the language flow—particularly in the Results and Discussion sections—would enhance clarity and readability. A professional language editing service or native-level proofreading is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-structured and informative manuscript that contributes significantly to the understanding of Ensete ventricosum diversity and indigenous knowledge in Ethiopia. The combination of ethnobotanical methods with quantitative diversity indices strengthens the study’s scientific value. However, the manuscript would benefit from minor revisions in English editing, a clearer presentation of statistical results (tables and figures), and the inclusion of more recent literature (post-2020) to enhance its relevance. Once these improvements are made, the paper will be suitable for publication and of interest to researchers working on agrobiodiversity, ethnobotany, and genetic resource conservation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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