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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 
The title could give more idea from conclusion 
section, not from methods. 
The objectives are too methodological, not 
scientific hypotheses. 
Biotic factors, as plants density and size, were 
not taking in account for discussion section.  
There is no adequate control to compare 
results from the years 2006 and 2007. 
There is no climate data to support the 
conclusions.  
The statistical analyses were unappropriated 
and inconclusive, only based on percentages. 
There is no statistical meaning in "Excellent 
control". 
There is more information in the conclusions 
section than discussion section. This is 
inappropriate. 
Outdated references.  
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Disagree. Each year is discussed when 

appropriate. 

 

Corrected 

 

Would disagree with reviewer as appropriate 

analysis based on visual observations 

 

Corrected 

 

Corrected 

 

 

References are cited that contributed to results 

and discussion without regard to year. Current 

references not available with some of the work. 

If data is appropriate then need to use regardless 

of when work was done. 
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