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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

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

ook w

Yes, it gives some evidence regarding Poaceae family species distribution among

different land use systems.

Ecology encompasses huge concept but this article is just about abundance and

diversity of Poaceae. Therefore, | suggest: Abundance and Diversity of Poaceae on

Different Land Use Ecosystems in Nnamdi Azikiwe University Awka Campus and

Environs, Nigeria

Yes, but major results were not included

Yes, minor corrections have been forwarded on the manuscript

It lacks key elements, especially the method and discussion parts

I did not find references published in 2023 and 2024 including Ecological Survey on

Species of Poaceae Family Present in Nnamdi Azikiwe University Campus Awka,

Anambra State

- And other references conducted in Africa, east Africa including in Simien
Mountains National Park

Additionally, there is lack of consistency of citation, citations are not cross-checked,
there is repetition of ideas, lack of references while taking data, monotonous data
representation (only tables)

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

Let the author(s) invite language experts or take some time to correct it. The language is better than
the scientific aspect of the manuscript

Optional/General comments

- There are lack of logical connections among paragraphs and fragmented ideas

- For publication purposes, using journal articles is better than other non-scientific
reports

- The soil seed bank experiment is omitted while some indications are there in the
introduction, method, and discussion sections.

In general, | feel that the author(s) is junior for research and publication. To encourage
him/her/them to become a scientist, the manuscript can be published after serious corrections.
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