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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 study provides valuable empirical data on phytosociological patterns across three distinct land-use systems in a semi-arid region of northern India. By quantifying species composition, dominance (via IVI), and diversity indices (Shannon-Wiener and Simpson), it offers insights into how anthropogenic management and natural hydrological regimes shape plant community structure. The findings are particularly relevant for ecologists, conservation planners, and agroforestry practitioners aiming to balance biodiversity conservation with sustainable land use in rapidly urbanizing Indo-Gangetic plains.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, accurate, and reflects the scope and focus of the study. No revision 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 but could be improved slightly. It mentions “shrub and herbaceous species” but does not clarify whether shrubs were analyzed separately from herbs. Additionally, including the values of diversity indices (e.g., H′ and D) would strengthen the abstract’s scientific impact. Consider revising the sentence: “A total of 18 tree species were recorded in Forestry, 10 in Agroforestry, and 20 in Wetland sites, along with corresponding shrub and herbaceous species” to specify counts for shrubs vs. herbs if available.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology follows standard phytosociological protocols (quadrate sampling, IVI calculation, diversity indices). Data presentation in tables is consistent, and interpretations align with observed patterns (e.g., higher wetland diversity due to moisture and habitat heterogeneity). Minor taxonomic and typographical errors exist (see language section), but they do not compromise scientific validity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but predominantly dated (most pre-2015). The study would benefit from inclusion of recent works on agroforestry biodiversity in Uttar Pradesh or similar Indo-Gangetic contexts
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables should use consistent formatting: species names in italics, proper spelling, and aligned units.

The “Agriculture” ecosystem appears in Table 6 and Chart 1 but is not described in the Methods or Results. This is confusing—either explain its inclusion or remove it.

Clarify whether shrubs were analyzed separately from herbs; currently, they appear grouped under “herbs” in tables.

In Table 4, “Dalbergia sisso” should be Dalbergia sissoo.

The conclusion could be strengthened by offering specific management recommendations (e.g., promoting Terminalia arjuna in riparian buffers).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. The study involves vegetation sampling with no human or animal subjects, and no ethical concerns are evident.
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