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	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 paper topics is interesting. However, there are a lot of writing problems in the manuscript presentation and methodology. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Somewhat
	

	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.
	Somewhat
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is some deficient in methodology. The author did not explained 
How  the plants were identified? What is relevant voucher specimens code? In which Herbarium. More details is need for explanation of statistical analysis such as significance level, replication number and so on. There are some problems in results presentation. In figures 1 and2, the standard deviation is very high to indicate the data change as significant. In figures3 and 4m, where is standard deviation bars? Where is significant representing symbol on the histogram.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, 
There are many recent new references, before 2020, on this topics in the literature. The author was used old references. 


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	No, it should be revised carefully.
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