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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	1. Provide new input to the scientific community.

2. Provide input and solve problems in the research field.

3. Provide ideas for further research by other researchers.

4. Provide a realistic picture for the scientific community so they can provide input that is truly needed by the community being studied.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is.
Suggestion: It would be good for research on plant/crop diversity to include a discussion using vegetation analysis using the formula for composition, structure, and importance index.

	

	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.


	Yes it is
The abstract is an overview and concise, so it must be abbreviated with the following abstract requirements:

1. Research on...

2. Research Location...

3. The research aims to…
Suggestions for the method are as follows:

4. The method used is a descriptive survey, documents on the plants studied.
The research was conducted on three agroforestry systems, as in the three forestry systems above.

5. Results obtained
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is
Because it contains:

1. The article is not the result of personal speculation or opinion, but is based on observations and facts in the field, and can be proven because the data collection is based on the location according to the research title, is empirical and valid.

2. There is a clear methodology or journal structure (template).

3. The discussion includes references to scientific works/researchers, such as previous journals, which can be accounted for.

4. The presentation of written results and the use of analyzed data.

5. Based on a journal template or with a clear journal format and structure.

6. This journal is clearly intended for the scientific community.

7. Uses official/international language.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are adequate.
	

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


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please correct it according to the suggestions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues
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