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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Do not italicize family names e.g Fabaceae was italicized in Abstract

The Introduction did not delve into impact of anthropogenic activities on the vegetation dynamics

Material and Methods

Your sampling procedure is not explicit. The systematic sampling i.e. the 25 m2 within a larger quadrat 100 m2? or it was transect method or random sampling techniques. Please recast and explain clearly. 

Why do you only considered the species richness of tree species, it is expected you determine the species richness of life forms you enumerated, in this instance woody species in which shrub is inclusive. The species richness is total number of all individual presents without dimensions, it considered only the number of different species present. Remove the expression in per meter

In your density calculation, you should follow the standard measure, express your values on per hectare basis. So do your Conversion factor to express in /hectares and not per meter

The author should carry out statistical analysis by setting the confidence interval of structural parameters such as density at 95%. The species density, diversity indices (Shannon–Weiner diversity, species evenness and dominance) can be subjected to correspondence analysis (CA) and overall influence of these parameters on the sites to detrended correspondence analysis (DCA)

Results 

Please expunge the Genera column in table 1. It is an information not necessary the first column which indicated their scientific names have provided such information. DO NOT ITALICISE FAMILY NAMES. Caesalpinaceae now belongs to Fabaceae in recent plant taxonomic classification.
In Table 2, indicate the unit in which Density and Relative density was expressed, it should be in ha-1 and % respectively. Express your values in 2 or 3 decimal places

The information supplied for frequency and Important value index meant to be provided in table 2 are missing. All information should be captured in the main text. I see no reason for supplementary table here. The IVI Should be a table that will capture the RF, RD and RDo values at a glance.  Your RDo is a function of your basal area which was not captured in your methodology too.  So, Provide Table 3, so we can see at a glance the values you are projecting in the text for frequency which can be expressed in figures and then IVI in table. 

Authors did not give a clear means of ranking their disturbance, there should be a table to present this and probably get a disturbance rank/scores rather than abstractly expressing it percentage wise. Please see e.g. Borisade & Odiwe, 2021 on Floristic composition, structure and diversity of riparian forests in southwestern Nigeria: conservation is inevitable and other recent literatures

Discussion 

There are scanty citations in the species richness and composition aspect. The reasons for Fabaceae dominance in the tropics was not properly captured.

“The abundance analysis further emphasizes the ecological importance of these species, with Dendrocalamus strictus displaying the highest abundance in the tree layer. The presence of species like Alangium salviifolium and Morinda citrifolia in the shrub layer reflects their ecological niches and adaptation to the prevailing conditions”.  This statement should be backed by citations.

What is the difference between tree cutting and tree lopping? Compare your discussion on anthropogenic activities to what is obtainable in other part of the tropics. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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