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Compulsory REVISION comments

2. Material and methods: first para-Correct coordinates with directions

e Figure 1. — Revise location map with details and marking place of the study

e phytosociological parameters phytosociological parameters- methods area based

upon the reference; Why this methods is proposed however there are other
methods exist for this study so detailed methodology required in methodology
section.

3. Results and discussion:

e Table 1. Recheck calculation especially VI
e Para.. As for the superiority of these species in the phytosociological

parameters........ Very long sentence-Difficult to understand-Revise and simplify in

2-3 sentence of the para.
Specify major findings and discussion of floristic composition and diversity

As review has discussed environmental variables and anthropogenic activities;

better to focus this issue discussing with findings of the study

e Elaborate concluding part focusing way forward for the researchers for further

study

Reference
e Change Authors name small letter-Follow authors guideline for referencing

Minor REVISION comments

Language and grammatical errors exist in this paper-Revise

1. Better to include more review of works with previous methodological approach

for this study and change in diversity due to manmade/natural impacts
2. Revise abstract omitting general description

3. Previous findings of the similar researches and work done in the study area

Optional/General comments

More works is required from field level data, enumeration, interpretation and representation
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