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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

Suggest some strong recommendations to curb the anthropic conditions that are
disturbing the tropical rainforest in the region of Brazil.

The conclusion is too brief and fails to give a thorough summation of the entire
study. It needs to be recast.

Minor REVISION comments

Figure 1 should be increased in size to improve legibility.

Optional/General comments

This is an excellent and carefully written paper. The introduction is rich and clearly provides
a strong theoretical framework for the study, clearly delineating the exact research gap and
the association of the study to existing ones in the field of natural regeneration status of
forests. The methodology is robust and allows for replication of the results by any
researcher who may challenge the results of the study.

The discussions are scholarly and comprehensive. However, the authors have failed to put
forward to policy makers proactive recommendations to arrest the scary menace of
anthropic activities in the tropical rainforest in Brazil. This needs remediation after which
the paper would merit publication.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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