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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 
 

 
Considering that some species were not identified with the full name, don’t you think that 

would be better to leave them as "unclassified" 

 
There is one species of shrubs "Alanium Spp" which i am trying to find genus 
and two species of grasses have been corrected with their genus. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please, give more information about the identification process, like: 

- How did you identified the species? A herbarium were consulted?  

- What was the species naming system used? APG IV? 

 
The field survey in the forest during the study time has been done and local 
name were collected by local villagers naming Nepal Singh, Ravishankar 
Yadav and Rajesh Kumar Kol. These local name were converted into 
botanical names specialist by L. S. Kushwaha and other botanist. Their 
names are mentioned in acknowledgement section. It is checked by IPNI.  
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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) 

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

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


