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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. The author should cross check the validity of some of the
average values of Species-environment correlations (SEC)
presented and that on the tables.

2. | suggest that the p-values should be presented with the zero (0)
before the decimal point. Example p= 0.938 or p<0.012

We have reviewed the manuscript as per reviewer’'s suggestions. All the reviewed sections have been highlighted in
yellow colour: See the revised copy.
1. The SEC has been crosschecked across the whole manuscript: Refer line 246 and table 4, 255 and table 6

2. The p-values and F-values corrected across the paper as per reviewer’s suggestion

Minor REVISION comments
1. | suggest that the Author may consider the replacement of the
term “Intact Coastal Forest” with “Undisturbed Coastal Forest” in
both the title and the body of the manuscript as the word “intact”
in forestry is relative and associated with a lot of controversies.

2. The use of the word “because” should be reduced in the
manuscript

1. The word ‘undisturbed’ has replaced the word ‘Intact’ throughout the manuscript
(See line 3, 6, 50, 54,102 and 134 of the Revised Manuscript.

2. The word because has been replaced/removed/edited. It appears on line 29,49 and 64 (See the revised
copy)

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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