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Thanks for the Review 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Good work 
 
More statistical work has made the paper weightage 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
If small conclusion is given still the paper will be typical research paper 
 
 

 
As regards statistical treatments, I agree that these should be implemented in 
all cases where they are relevant.  
This, indeed has already been performed accordingly in the original version of 
the manuscript: please refer to: 
(i) captions of Fig 3 & 4, as regards the dependence of sampling 
completeness on 1) the sampling size and 2) the level of lowest species 
abundance,  
(ii) §3.4, as regards the dependence of species abundance unevenness on 
species richness, 
(iii) § 3.5.1, as regards the role of inter-distances between communities on 
species composition distinctiveness 
No other item of the study is relevantly amenable to statistical treatment 
 
 
A separate and more developed conclusion has been added (underlined in 
yellow), as you suggested 
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