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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 (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 Ethnobotanical research identified the plant species traditionally utilized by the inhabitants of the Erbaa district (Tokat Province) documenting their scientific classification and uses. This helps to scientifically document indigenous knowledge of plants used over generations. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	An Ethnobotanical Research to Identify the Plant Species Traditionally Utilized in Erbaa district ,Tokat Province, Türkiye. 
	

	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.


	Yes it is comprehensive, but…
References in the abstract should be removed. Some summary text on the uses of plants identified can be included in the brief result shown. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct. 
However, The methodology can be strengthened to improve validity. 

Although the limitation with participation is captured, the selection approach and justification for the 21 key informants selected should be clear in the methodology. The surveys that led to it should also be expatiated on.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Additional recent references can be included especially when discussing ethnobotany as a relatively modern endeavour, triangulating with similar studies.
	

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


	Yes it is 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this ethnobotanical study is one with scientific uses which bridges the sometimes wide gap between indigenous and scientific knowledge. 
However, the methodology should be revisited to strengthen the validity as this is a study in which the findings aim to be generalized across a district. The inclusion of participants should clearly in a structured manner show how and why participants were included. 
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	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 detail)

Ethical considerations taken were not highlighted. Especially with the key interviews. 
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