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Compulsory REVISION
comments

Manuscript of great importance as it approaches the "species
accumulation curve, a method that explains the rate of increase
in the number of species recorded during the progressive
sampling of a set of species.

| suggest changing the title. Thus, highlighting the great
contribution of the manuscript.

Here at the end of the Introduction it will be necessary to make
clear the objectives of the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

In SDI General Editorial Policy: Materials & methods (Kindly
comment on the suitability and technical standards of the
methods. Sufficient details of the methods/process should be
provided so that another researcher is able to reproduce the
experiments described).

NOTE: As the manuscript does not have material and methods,
in the introduction it should have a paragraph explaining the
methodology.
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Are all the references cited relevant and adequate? Are there
any other suitable current references authors need to cite?
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