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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 
Abstract 

1.   Whats correlation of paragraph 1 and 2 ? 
2.   What is category as optimal condition of diversity at that place? 
3.   Need to add time of research 
 

Introduction 
1.   What importance this research to white tiger management/ sanctuary ? 
2.   What correlation this research to white tiger issue? 
3.   Please stated the research objective of study clearly 

 
Study Area 

1. Please add map of research location 
2.  

 
Material and Method 

1.   Please add: combined map and sample plots which used in this research 
 
Results and Discussion 

1.   Please add explanation for each result properly and support it with relevant 
qualified journals or references 

Conclusion 
1.   Please make it more shorter and clear 

   
Abstract 

1. Para is modified. 
2. Optimal condition is 155 (58 tree, 28 shrubs, 30 lianas, 20 herbs, 19 

grasses) with average IVI of 86.83 and average IVI value for Liana 
species 9.085. 

3. It is discussed in abstract.  
 
Introduction 

1. & 2.  As such there is no relevance of in the management of white 
tiger but there was mandate for the management of white 
tiger safari for diversity of the study area. 

3. It is corrected in introduction. 
 

Study Area 
1. Map is attached. 

 
Material and Method 

1.   Required Map is attached 
 
Results and Discussion 

1.  Result and Discussion are tried to improved. 
 

Minor REVISION comments   
Optional/General comments   
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that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 


