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	PART  1: Review Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (If agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer
	Yes
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind?
	Not very suitable. The alternative title may be,
“Assessing the Severity of Green Cypress Dieback (Cupressus sempervirens L.) in the Western Traras Mountains, North Western Algeria”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions

	No.
The abstract is not well organized and it is not written in correct tense. The language used is very poor.
	

	Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for 
scholarly communications?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions
	No. 
The authors have to use past tense while reporting the results of their experiment or study. Correct and standard sentence formation is lacking and many places. The authors may make use of Grammarly or any such online platforms to improve the quality of their manuscript.
	

	Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness
of different sections of the manuscript.
	All the sections are appropriate except for one methodoly mentioned under results section as highlighted in reviewed manuscript. 

The content of the manuscript aligns more with a research article's scope rather than that of a book chapter. It delves deeply into a singular study rather than compiling the outcomes of multiple similar studies, emphasizing a focused exploration of a specific subject.
	

	Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper, 
recent and sufficient?
If you have any suggestions, please write here.
	No.
The literature review falls short of expectations, primarily due to outdated references, with the most recent article dating back to 2012. To enhance the depth and relevance of the study, the authors should allocate time to gather contemporary and pertinent research materials. Notably, recent studies up to 2022 focusing on cypress dieback can significantly enrich the discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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