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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 manuscript is important because it shows an assessment of the floral species that are being used for various purposes in that region. The main reasons for the exploitation of these species are highlighted, and their ethnobotanical part is also shown, but not well described (or linked to various aspects of the community). The linkage to the rainfall and meteorological conditions is not well described but could be an important area for the audience. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good, but not sufficient. Just writing “…their impact in Agadez locality” is not enough. Suggest elaborating this part.
How about “Ethnobotanical assessment of plant species in the Agadez region”
	

	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.


	Abstract is good but insufficient. Usually, an abstract should begin with a generic (global) statement. Then, focus on the problem statement and the objective of the study. Write a line or two about the methodology and a line or two about the results. A final statement on the conclusion of the study and possibly its importance.  
Similarly, the introduction part could be organized. The latter part of the introduction should highlight the research question and why your research is important. There are components of the research question in the introduction but not elaborated.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically correct because the author uses his/her primary data. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are a bit old. Suggest finding the references from the last 10 years. 
Please follow the journal’s guidelines in references and maintain consistency. 
	

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


	The quality is good, but good to polish in the final draft. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have corrected the text thoroughly. Please check the typos in the final draft. 
Revision in some areas would benefit a lot for this manuscript (some in the abstract, some in the introduction, and some in the discussion). This is a primary data analysis, and you should not miss the opportunity to provide a deeper analysis of your findings and their significance.
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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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