EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	However, after going through the manuscript, I feel that further revisions are necessary before the manuscript could be considered for publication. I had also marked my comments and suggestions in the annotated manuscript. 

– The presentation needs significant improvement. The manuscript is overly wordy, with combined words and incorrect sentence structures that make reading very challenging. This issue is exacerbated by the inclusion of many values in the results section. 

– Explain the abbreviations and symbols for elements upon first mention and use them consistently thereafter. In contrast, avoid reintroducing abbreviations and symbols repeatedly at several instances. 

– Shorten the abstract as it is too long and exceeds the journal's prescribed word limit. Also, do not explain the procedures or cite references in the abstract. 

– The statistical methods employed for data analysis are not provided. 

– When introducing binomials for plant species for the first time, please include relevant author citations. 

– Tables should be self-explanatory; therefore, all abbreviations and symbols used in the tables should be clearly explained in the footnotes. 

– Additionally, the results require a more thorough discussion. It is important to compare how the outcomes of this study align with or differ from previous research, along with possible reasons for these agreements or discrepancies.
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It will be improved

Noted for compliance
Noted, but some of the reviewers demanded explanation of the procedures in the abstract
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Noted
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