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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.
	Present MS useful for scientific community as it advances of Ethnobotanical knowledge and culinary uses of Garcinia afzelii fruits. Finding of present study offer new perspectives and aiding future studies. The methodology and results serve as a valuable reference for further studies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is ok, but could be refined for conciseness.
Suggestive title “Ethnobotanical Knowledge and culinary Uses of Garcinia afzelii Fruits in Vavoua, Haut-Sassandra Region, Ivory Coast”
	

	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.
	Its ok
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall it seems good. Minor grammatical refinements and formatting will improve readability and presentation. Therefore, before publication proofreading required.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient
	

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


	Suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	· In section 3.3.2, the authors state illiterate individuals have the lowest use level (77.50%), but the differences between education levels range only from 77.50% to 83.17%, which they themselves conclude are not statistically significant. Nevertheless, they emphasize these minor differences.
· Maintain uniformity (In Different sections MS Switches between “non-Ivorian allochthons" and "non-Ivorian allochthonous"
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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