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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  Revision is made as per reviewers suggestions 
Minor  REVISION comments 
 

1. Mend the highlighted points in the manuscript file.  
The paper should be accepted only after the 
incorporation of the changes. 
2. There are serious grammatical mistakes in the 
manuscript. Please go through the paper and mend 
those errors. 
3.  Add some more lines in the conclusion as well as 
abstract section. And for better representation of the 
study, follow the changes suggested in the list of 
GENERAL COMMENTS given below: 

  
All the changes are incorporated as per 
reviewers comment. 

Optional /General  comments 
 

1. The authors should have made use of species 
(richness & eveness) and populational diversity 
indices (Shanon’s, Simpson’s, Cody’s etc 
indices) for the better reflection and 
interpretation of the floristics of the region. 

2. The authors should have supplemented the 
photographic plates of herbs, shrubs and trees 
separately. 

3. The authors should have provided details 
(classification) about the exotic and native 
species of the region. 

4. The authors should have made the list of the 
species based on RET system of IUCN and 
Red Data book. 

Some photographs are added as per your 
suggestion.  

 


