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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study examines the Dawsura Exclusion, a restoration initiative established in the 1980s to assess its effectiveness in promoting the regeneration of woody species and increasing biodiversity in the Tigray region of Ethiopia. The study shows the density and diversity of woody species in an area of ​​336.17 ha. According to the results of the study, a total of 2287 woody individuals belonging to 37 species were recorded in the area, with four species (Albizia amara, Dodonaea angustifolia, Terminalia brownii and Dichrostachys cinerea) accounting for 93% of the basal area. These findings highlight the importance of exclusions in the restoration of degraded lands. 

The topic presented in this study is a good research topic. This subject of study has practical importance in terms of scientific knowledge. The authors have produced a good study. Before accepting this article, I suggest a number of changes that will improve the quality of the article. Change according to these suggestions. As a result of the implementation of these suggestions, I can say that it is an acceptable work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and comprehensive for the content of the study. However, the (.) sign at the end of the title should be removed.
	

	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 summary is descriptive and comprehensive. However, the findings were given in the summary section of the study without mentioning the method of the study. The methods applied in the study should be stated in one sentence and then the findings should be given. Also, only 3 keywords were used. Although there was a (,) sign at the end, it was not continued. If it is suitable for the journal format, 2 more keywords should be added.


	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	No, it is not fully suitable. The deficiencies stated below must be corrected.
3. Introduction 

The introduction section of the study is quite insufficient. The situation in Ethiopia was explained without adding an introductory paragraph on the purpose of the studies conducted on this subject. An introductory paragraph should be added to the study. In addition, the purpose of the study should be clearly stated by adding literature information on this subject to the subparagraph of the introductory section. The study does not have a purpose sentence. 

4. Methodology

What are the methods suggested in the sentence “After conducting an exploratory survey, sampling of woody species was carried out using the recommended methods between September and November 2018.”? Which methods were used to start this study? The methods applied in the study are not clear and concise. Therefore, a method flow chart is needed. 

5.Results

The findings stated in the study are consistent with the applied method. The floristic composition of woody species, frequency, density of trees/shrubs, saplings and seedlings are explained with tables and graphs. These findings were deemed sufficient for the study. 

6.Discussion

In the study, it is emphasized that similar results were obtained in this study by referring to previous studies on the subject. However, the limitations of the study are not stated in the subparagraph of the discussion section. What limitations did you have while doing this study? How much these limitations affected the accuracy of your study should be stated. In addition, it should be clearly stated which gap this study will fill in the literature.

7. Conclusion 

As a result of the study, it is said that variable species populations threaten sustainability. However, what is your suggestion other than management strategies for this? A suggestion sentence should be added.


	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This study provides an important scientific study to restore degraded landscapes, to ensure natural regeneration of vegetation and to promote increased biodiversity. A key component of these initiatives is the establishment of exclusions, designated areas closed to grazing to promote natural regeneration. These exclusions have been shown to be significantly successful in increasing the density and diversity of woody species, improving soil properties and supporting overall ecological restoration efforts. Research has shown that exclusions facilitate the emergence of native vegetation from soil seed banks, thereby helping to recover degraded lands.
	

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

-
	8.References

Resources are sufficient and up-to-date. However, more sources on why such studies are conducted should be presented in the introduction and discussion sections.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	It is suitable

	

	Optional/General comments


	No
The authors declared no conflict of interest.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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