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	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.


	I have read the manuscript, ‘Conspectus of Tree Wealth Conserved in the Botanic Garden of Indian Republic, Noida, India. After thorough revision, it was observed that the Botanic Garden of the Indian Republic (BGIR), managed by the Botanical Survey of India (BSI), is an ex-situ conservation center for rare, endangered, and threatened plant species in Noida, India. In addition to providing living plants for botanical research, the garden also supports taxonomy, ecology, and climate change studies, and serves as a genetic repository for medicinal, economic, and indigenous plants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of your article is informative, but it could be improved to be clearer and more impactful, such as.

"Diversity and Conservation of Tree Wealth in the Botanic Garden of Indian Republic, Noida"
	

	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.


	Kindly add full name with abbreviation for example, IUCN 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I need some clarity about Botanic Garden, firstly author have mentioned “Forest Zone” words in DATA COLLECTION Part. Is word forest zone has already mentioned by Botanic Garden authority or author have used such specific term?
 Secondly authors should mention what is the forest group and forest group types (following the Champion and Seth Classification, 1968). 
Third, Table 2 must be rechecked, for example in Sl no (165), According to IUCN ‘Madhuca longifolia’ comes under LS category, however author have mentioned in “Not Evaluated” category. This is major correction. USE -https://www.iucnredlist.org/species -ONLY

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Need to add few latest references all the references used in manuscript are in 2022 or older. Author can site 
(Kumar, R., Kumar, G., Kumar, A., & Saikia, P. (2024). Influence of topographic factors on community parameters in tropical deciduous forests of Eastern India. Vegetos, 37(6), 2242-2256.)

https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s42535-023-00703-4, 


	

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


	Need to improve English Grammer (mainly articles)
	

	Optional/General comments


	Why are the zone-wise numbers of individuals of trees different? Is zone zone-wise area varied? May authors explain this in the discussion section.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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