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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The study is novel and has major importance in the field of biodiversity conservation. The researcher has collected the vast data from the study site and it is relevant to the mentioned title. This article will help the science community in understanding the importance of botanical gardens in conservation of biodiversity. The data presented will give insights about the tree composition and diversity of the garden.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is more relevant and need no changes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Abstract is comprehensive but need to reframe the abstract in the following order for better understanding: (Must)

1. First few lines: Need for the study
2. Next few sentences: importance of the study

3. Then provide: very short status of botanical garden and location

4. Results of most important parameters with technical words

5. Conclude the abstract in one or two sentences
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, manuscript is scientifically correct and needs few corrections to be implemented, which are mentioned in the corrected copy of the article
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, but there are few corrections
1. Authors names must be cited properly in the entire document (introduction, results and discussion): Corrections are suggested in the corrected copy of the article

2. References quoted in the REFERENCES part must be changed to journal standards and also needs to follow uniformity in quoting the references: Corrections are suggested in the corrected copy of the article
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Language is average, but understandable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The data collected by the author is vast and very informative, but that data is presented in a manner with very meagre results and discussion part. Results and discussion part could have been better with more citations and references of other similar studies, which could have immensely increased the importance of the research article.
This article can be published after incorporation of suggestions.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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