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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.

	This manuscript makes a valuable interdisciplinary contribution by bridging landscape studies, environmental aesthetics, philosophy, and cultural theory. By exploring the concept of Landschap Philia, the chapter deepens our understanding of why humans experience emotional and aesthetic attachment to landscapes, moving beyond purely ecological or visual interpretations. The work is particularly important for scholars interested in landscape perception, environmental humanities, and cultural geography, as it provides both historical grounding and conceptual clarity. Its expanded book-chapter format allows for richer theoretical reflection than the earlier journal version, which enhances its academic relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate, original, and intellectually engaging. It clearly reflects the conceptual and philosophical orientation of the chapter.
No alternative title 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 generally comprehensive and well written. It clearly outlines the conceptual focus, scope, and academic positioning of the chapter. However, the abstract could be slightly strengthened by:
More explicitly stating the core argument or conceptual contribution.
These additions would further improve clarity for interdisciplinary readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically and academically sound. The arguments are logically developed, theoretically grounded, and well supported by relevant literature from landscape studies, philosophy, and cultural theory. The conceptual interpretations are coherent, and the historical discussion of landscape aesthetics is accurate. No major methodological or conceptual errors were identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is adequate and relevant for a theoretical and humanities-oriented book chapter. The manuscript appropriately cites classical and contemporary sources in landscape theory and aesthetics. Since this is an expanded version of a previously published article, the referencing is acceptable. Optionally, the author may consider adding 1–2 recent references (2023–2024) from environmental humanities or cultural landscape studies to further reinforce contemporaneity, but this is not mandatory.
	

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

	The language quality is generally very good and suitable for an international academic audience. The writing is clear, formal, and conceptually precise. Minor stylistic refinements (e.g., sentence length and transitions in a few dense theoretical passages) could improve readability, but no major language revision is required.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This chapter is well suited for inclusion in an edited academic volume. The narrative flow is strong, and the expanded discussion adds depth beyond the original journal publication. A short concluding paragraph explicitly highlighting implications for contemporary landscape planning, environmental ethics, or cultural sustainability could further enhance the chapter’s interdisciplinary appeal.
	
















	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 identified.
The manuscript is theoretical and conceptual in nature and does not involve human participants, sensitive data, or ethical approval requirements.
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