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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 
 

 Include relevant photographs of the plant samples of each species collected preferably showcasing 

the technique of collecting measurements. 

 Mention and confirm if the leaf samples collected for study were mature and healthy ones. 

 More review required to correlate the use of morphometric characters in plant taxonomy. 

 In the reference for The Plant List, besides the access date, mention the year too. 

 Reference pattern for referred books need to be modified as per the APA format. 

As reviewer's comments on my manuscript after that I have rectified those 
comments as instructed by the reviewer. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Plenty of grammatical errors and sentence formation needs revision. 
 

As reviewer's comments on my manuscript after that I have rectified those 
comments as instructed by the reviewer. 

Optional/General comments 
 

More exhaustive discussion about correlation of obtained results with previous related works needed to 

speculate or establish the conclusions. 

 

As reviewer's comments on my manuscript after that I have rectified those 
comments as instructed by the reviewer. 
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