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	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.


	This manuscript shows value for the scientific community as it lights on how logging is affecting the health and diversity of tropical rainforests in Nigeria. By closely examining both disturbed and undisturbed forest areas, the study shows how human activities like logging are leading to a loss of tree species, damaging forest structure, and threatening of overall biodiversity. This manuscript also offers practical and community inclusive solutions that can help protect and restore these forests, making it a time bound and meaningful contribution to efforts for preserving our natural environment.
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	Overall manuscript is found to be correct for its scientific content. 

Keep the consistency of terminologies used throughout the manuscript.
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