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 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 
 

Original scientific article should solve any scientific 
problem. So first of all the Authors are expected to 
indicate a problem, its importance and afterwards to 
phrase the research questions or hypothesis. Here the 
Authors should explain why they wanted to compare 
these 3 species in terms of phenology and 
morphological diversity. And the reader find no 
explanation.  
For studying morphological diversity, the sample of 10 
individuals per species is definitely insufficient.  
For phenological studies it is correct but here the 
Authors should add meteorological data for the studied 
area. I would advise to focus on phenology – if the 3 
species are cultivated or used for medicinal purposes 
the phonological data might be relevant.  
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