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

	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.


	Plant diversity has significant implications for ecology, the environment, and biodiversity, and serves as a criterion reflecting the stability and development of forest ecosystems. This study utilised the natural forest in the Balloran Dam Basin Area (Latakia, Syria) as the research object and obtained quantitative results on plant diversity across five different locations. The study has identified locations with high plant diversity using quantitative plant biodiversity indexes, including RIV, species richness, Shannon-Wiener, Simpson, and dominant plant families. The results reflect areas with high biodiversity, providing a scientific basis for management, building conservation strategies, and sustainable development in the research area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate to the method, content and results of the research achieved.
	

	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.


	A complete summary of the article, reflecting the importance of the study, location, methods, content, results and significance of the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is basically scientifically accurate. However, some issues need to be addressed to make the manuscript more complete (Details in the general comment section)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are too old; usually, documents should be used that are within the last 10 years to reflect the latest research.
	

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


	The language fully meets the requirements of an academic article, conveying ideas, methods, and research results.
	

	Optional/General comments


	(1) The research team should add a basis for plant classification: Which classification system does the article use to classify plants? Currently, all articles classifying plants are based on the APG IV (2016) classification system. The research team should add this to sections 2-3.

(2) Figure 2.1, the map needs to have a color-coded legend to indicate the name of the research site, and add the location of the research sample plot to the map of the research area.

(3) Check all the scientific names of the article (124 species). I have re-checked the scientific names in Table 01 (including 22 species) and found 10 errors, of which 3 are text errors and 7 are scientific nomenclature errors (the names of the species have now been changed, they are now only synonyms, so it is necessary to update the latest names according to the current classification system. Currently, some species have even been imported or reassigned to new genera and families according to APG IV (2016). Therefore, to ensure that the information is scientific, accurate, and up-to-date, please visit https://powo.science.kew.org/ to correct the scientific names for the species in the remaining tables (details are provided in the attached manuscript).

(3) Explain why site 5 has the lowest Shannon index, while site 4 has the highest Shannon index?

(4) Explain why Asteraceae and Fabaceae dominate in terms of species richness in the study area
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