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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

All plant species must be accompanied by the author descriptor. see all cases
Inform the ethical aspects involved in the research. Authorizations for access to
areas and for carrying out the study

Explain why to use two diversity indices that are influenced by sampling effort.

If using, choose one of them. However, | recommend using a more suitable analysis
in this case, rarefaction analysis.

Review all cases of significance level. p = 0.5 is not significant, but p<0.05.

The way it is presented does not allow understanding what is significant and what is
not.

Add a paragraph informing the contribution of this study.

Do the results help in environmental conservation? Serve as a basis for other
studies? what are they for? for whom?

Do they assist the government in establishing public management and conservation
policies? Authors need to indicate this.

Update references. Most are old, more than five years old since publication

Minor REVISION comments

See comments

Optional/General comments
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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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