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	PART  1: Comments


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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 presents a relevant topic by focusing on the use of forage plants for human consumption in a context of food sovereignty, and by combining the proposal of ecological cultivation practices for the protection and restoration of productive ecosystems, it inserts it within the priority axes of the WHO and FAO and Agenda 2020-300.
	

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

	The title should be adjusted to the objective of the study, which is not correctly stated, so it may need to be modified when developing this exercise.
	

	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 summary is correctly structured; only the objective of the work needs to be added with the suggested corrections.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is not scientifically sound, the experimental design is partially correct, however, the statistical procedure does not allow for confidence in the results obtained. Specifically, they selected Fisher's exact test as the means comparison test, which is only robust for two means or treatments. Since the present study has five treatments, the most appropriate test would be Tukey's. However, the use of an incorrect test for the means comparison causes the working confidence level (95%) to decrease, and with it, the mean squared error (MSE) and all the dispersion statistics to increase, leading to a failure to meet the assumptions of normality and homoscedasticity (which, incidentally, was not performed) and incurring a type I or type II error, which invalidates the developed procedure and therefore the proposal.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	No comment
	

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

	
The article should be translated by a native English speaker; there are several grammatical errors.



	

	Optional/General comments

	

	













	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

	

No ethical issues were detected
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