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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

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

This manuscript overall view is that it definitely valuable
has new information which is not always being
published. The title is adequate, motivation is clearly
stated and literature survey could be improved. Methods
adequately. Literary style - the language is not clear and
a linguist should be consulted. Vegetable should be
vegetation? - also flora - is it vegetation structure and
plant composition? Many examples. Fig 10 -
Caractéristic - Characteristic. “vegetation (FRV) was
intense - line 172" meaning? Vulnarable - should be
vulnerable? - Table II (should it not be table 2 ?: the
first table is table 1 - Line 122? Line 94 - This index
varies from 0 (1 only species) to ...? Nothing?

There is definitely very good information

The document at summer revised like wished it
the reviewer. The level of the language was re-
examined by a linguist. The corrections
mentioned in the text were carried out by taking
into account the remarks of the reviewer. All the
underlined parts were taken into accounts
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