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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 
 

Authors need to be more careful, as the lack of line 
numbering makes revision extremely difficult. 
In general, the article is repetitive, poorly written and 
poorly structured. For example, in section 3.1.2 
(Flowering) Is each line a paragraph? 
Many parts are not meant for punctuation errors. For 
example, first paragraph in section 3.2.1 
The introduction is poorly structured, some paragraphs 
are very short and English needs to be improved 
The authors cite coloration as a morphological attribute 
(?). Figures 1, 2 and 3 are not of sufficient quality to be 
published. 
A MANOVA is more efficient at comparing 
morphological attributes. 
The authors fail in their ability to summarize and 
provide only the essentials of the work.  
The results are extremely exhaustive. Figure 7 does 
not have quality for publication. Conclusión needs to be 
modified 
 

I added the line numbering in the manuscript. 
In section 3.1.2 (Flowering), each line does not 
represent a paragraph. I have structured this 
section. 
 
 
 
 I structured the introduction section and 
improved his English. 
 
I improved the quality of Figures 1, 2 and 3. 
 
I improved the quality of Figure 7 also. 
 
 
 
I modified the conclusion section. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
“A. clavatus (Anacyclus clavatus), belonging to the 
Asteraceae family and the genus Anacyclus” (of 
course!!!) 
 
Table 4 should be supplementary material 

I deleted “and the genus Anacyclus” from the 
introduction section. 
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