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Compulsory REVISION comments Overall this is actually very good study of orchid speciesinformation in Kenya1. Put figure title below figure.2. Scientifically very good data
The authors have revised the manuscript assuggested by the reviewer. The revisions havebeen highlighted in yellow.

Minor REVISION comments Overall this is actually very good study of orchid speciesinformation in Kenya1. Put figure title below figure.2. Scientifically very good data
The authors have revised the manuscript assuggested by the reviewer. The revisions havebeen highlighted in yellow.

Optional/General comments I believe the manuscript would be acceptable with
revisions


