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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript provides the first comprehensive assessment of the floristic diversity and conservation value of the Marahoué Ranch in Côte d'Ivoire. The inventory of 308 species, 231 genera, and 82 families establishes a crucial baseline for understanding the ecological importance of this ecotone area. The documentation of special-status species highlights the ranch’s role as a biodiversity refuge and underscores its conservation significance. Therefore, the study is highly relevant for the scientific community as well as for regional and national conservation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content. No alternative title is needed.
	

	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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive. However, it could more strongly emphasize the Shannon index values, the number of special-status species, and the fact that the savannah is the richest habitat. The conclusion of the abstract should also end with a stronger statement regarding the conservation value of the area.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The sampling design (50 × 50 m plots with complementary itinerant surveys), analytical methods, and diversity indices (Shannon, Simpson, Pielou, Sørensen) are appropriate and applied correctly. The discussion is well-supported with references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include recent works (2019–2024). To strengthen the international context, the authors could consider adding a few additional studies related to tropical ecotones, conservation biology, and the ecological role of zoochory.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor stylistic and grammatical improvements are recommended to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is methodologically sound, scientifically valuable, and makes an important contribution to biodiversity conservation in the region. Only minor revisions are required, including strengthening the abstract, adding a few more recent references, and improving the English language flow.
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