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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Perceived ineffectiveness of conventional medicine to treat some diseases like advanced 
cancer and erectile dysfunction – I don’t think it is true but if authors agree with it there 
must be supported by specific bibliography. 
 
Embrace pest use? I don’t think it is a positive fact about domestication. 
 
Please include if possible all the trees and shrubs photos in table 1 
 
Is possible to know if people have Croton megalocarpus mostly because its phytotherapy 
value? Maybe conclusion is not the same for example if people domesticate it to deal with 
wood.   
 

- Supporting bibliography to the statement added accordingly. Lines 
37-42 

 
 
 

- “Embrace pest use” has been supported by relevant authority. Lines 
62-63 

 
- All the photos added accordingly. Lines 212-213 

 
- The study focused purely on its phytotherapy value and  the people’s 

view on this was sought. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Please check English throughout the manuscript 
Survival rate is highly subjective. I would recommend not to include it 
 

- The “word survival rate” may be subjective but it was worth the 
investigation so as to understand how well these medicinal trees 
thrive in the study area. This formed the choice and use of the word 
“survival rate”.  English editing has also been done throughout the 
document. 
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


