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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

1. Regarding the species name, the author did not modify it according to international conventions, but claimed that it has been 
modified.According to the rules, the first appearance of the species name should be the full name (Pseudarthria viscida) , the second and 
subsequent use of abbreviations (P. viscida). 

 

 
 
2. I clearly informed the author that P. viscida is not the only species described by the authors in South Asia. and provided literature 
evidence. Obviously, the author did not pay attention to my evidence and insisted on their own viewpoint, or simply ignored me. 

 
 

Modified as per the suggestion as P. viscida 
 
 (In the revised paper I have modified the scientific as per the 
directions from other reviewer (In the first submitted paper there 
was no space between the generic and species name, which I 
have corrected)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. I have modified the sentence in the introduction as The genus 
Pseudarthria, belonging to the family Fabaceae, is a small genus 
consisting of 4-6 species distributed across the Old World [1]. One of 
the species within this genus is Pseudarthria viscida (L.) Wight & 
Arnott, native to South and Southeast Asia [2]. 
 
I am not including the other species because my focus is on P. 
viscida 
 
 
3. Genetic structure : "Thank you for the suggestion. In this paper, I 
will not be including genetic structure analysis. Kindly excuse its 
absence." 
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3. The author did not increase the analysis of genetic structure as suggested, but deceived in their response by saying, 'Modified as per the 
suggestions'. 

 
 
 

 
 
 


