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	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 paper provides important information on the knowledge and perspectives of cooperative members in the Eastern Black Sea project area and how this knowledge can be used to better understand organizational, managerial, operational, financial, administrative, and social structures. The study shows that the perspectives of members differ significantly based on gender, age, educational level, and agricultural experience, which has important implications for understanding cooperative effectiveness and participation. These findings are important for developing targeted training and support programs to improve cooperative activities and increase member participation. Overall, this study provides policymakers, cooperative managers, and researchers with scientific evidence that is valuable for studying agricultural cooperative development, agricultural economics, and rural communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	· The current title, "DETERMINATION OF THE PERCEPTIONS OF COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATES IN THE DOKAP REGION ABOUT COOPERATIVES," is incomprehensible but a minute long and faintly difficult in English.
· In my view, this one is good (Understanding Cooperative Members’ Perceptions in the DOKAP 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.


	· The abstract generally explains the purpose, methodology, key findings, and conclusions well, but a brief explanation of the significance and practical implications of the study would be even more helpful.

· It is recommended that the purpose of the study be stated clearly and concisely at the beginning so that the reader can understand at a glance what problem the study is solving.

· The method of data collection and the type of analysis are mentioned, but if the reason for using factor analysis is stated in a short sentence, the abstract would be more scientific.

· The findings section is good, but if the practical significance of these findings (such as policy making, improving cooperation management, or training programs) is a little clearer, the abstract would be more complete.

· The flow of sentences is good, but shortening some parts increases the clarity and focus of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yup, this is good.
	

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

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


	Good, 
	

	Optional/General comments


	See the comments in article texts. 
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