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Compulsory REVISION comments

The work must be reviewed and corrected to be considered for publication, including
changes in form and substance.

Authors must correct different writing errors that the paper has (see attached file).

The allergenicity characteristic of the selected species seems to be disconnected with the
description of the pollen morphology. | suggest that the authors explain the connection
between allergenicity and why they selected these species for a palynological study (they
pretend to help with their identification or to explore pollen characters and their air mobility,
etc.)

Minor REVISION comments

The summary should include the objectives set with the work

It is not correct grammatically to start an idea with a number of a reference or an
abbreviation, they must put the name of the author or another word and then give the
reference number. Example: “Many studies in Ethiopia have pointed out that excluding of
human and animal interferences from the degraded hillside areas can contribute to
advance rehabilitation of degraded lands and socio-economic benefits to the local
communities [7,9-13].”

Optional/General comments

After having these modifications in a new version, the paper can be evaluated in greater
detail for possible publication.
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