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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 
 

 
The results is well presented, but you should to discuss them more. 
 

Based on the reviewer comment the discussion part was expand in detail. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please, include the author’s for the species scientific names. 
 

The scientific name of each species was corrected accordingly.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This is an interesting paper. 
As a suggestion: If you use Hills numbers to characterize the species diversity the paper 
would be more robust (Check: CHAO, A. et al. Rarefaction and extrapolation with Hill 
numbers: a framework for sampling and estimation in species diversity studies. Ecological 
Monographs, v.84, n.1, p.45-67, 2014). 
 

Based on the reviewer comment the species accumulation was edited 
accordingly. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 


