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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

In study area should be have map

Minor REVISION comments

Equation 2 (line 89,91)

Line 98

In Table 1 please check db and dm, in fact dm must < db and dbh

In Table 2, should be ad data about total height, may be explain volume of B and F clear

Optional/General comments

Please check Table 4 again, relation height and basal area
Height class 21-24 and 25-28 maybe impossible data
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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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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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